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2.  General  Public  Comment 

This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  address  the  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority  Board  (“Authority  Board”)  on  matters  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Authority  Board  and  that  do  not  appear  on  the  agenda.  In  addition  to 
General  Public  Comment,  Public  Comment  will  be  held  after  each  item  on  the  agenda. 
(Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  15  minutes 

3.  Reports 

a.  Report  by  Director  of  Island  Operations 

This  item  is  to  allow  the  Director  of  Island  Operations  to  report  on  staff  activities, 
leasing,  health  and  public  safety,  utilities,  budget,  Quality  of  Life  issues,  social  services, 
on-Island  events  and  to  make  general  announcements.  (Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  15  minutes 


DIRECTORS 


Linda  Fadeke  Richardson,  President 
Larry  Mazzola,  Jr.,  VP 
V.  Fei  Tsen 

Hon.  Jane  Kim  (Ex-Officio) 


Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operations 
Kate  Austin,  Commission  Secretary 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
Mark  Dunlop,  CFO 
Dr.  Tomas  Aragon 
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b.  Report  by  Treasure  Island  Director 

This  item  is  to  allow  the  Treasure  Island  Director  to  report  on  the  status  of  environmental 
remediation  and  coordination  with  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  interactions  with  other 
City  and  State  agencies,  progress  with  Treasure  Island  Community  Development  in 
implementation  of  the  Disposition  and  Development  Agreement  and  related  plans,  and 
other  activities  related  to  the  transfer  and  development  of  the  former  Naval  Station 
Treasure  Island.  (Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item  : .20  minutes 

4.  Communications  From  and  Received  by  TIDA  (Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  5 minutes 

5.  Ongoing  Business  by  Board  of  Directors  (Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  5 minutes 

6.  CONSENT  AGENDA  (Action  Items) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  5 minutes 

All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Agenda,  are  considered  to  be  routine  by 
the  Authority  Board  and  will  be  acted  upon  by  a single  vote  of  the  Authority  Board. 

There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these  items  unless  a member  of  the  Authority 
Board  so  requests,  in  which  event  the  matter  shall  be  removed  from  the  Consent  Agenda 
and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a.  Approving  the  Minutes  of  the  July  9,  2014  Regular  Meeting 

b.  Resolution  approving  modification  of  Memorandum  of  Understanding  Between  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  regarding  provision  of  utilities  services  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena 
Island 

c.  Resolution  Authorizing  the  Adjustment  of  Rates  for  Utility  Users  on  Treasure  Island  and 
Y erba  Buena  Island 

d.  Resolution  Retroactively  Approving  Revisions  to  the  Treasure  Island  Rental  Rate 
Schedule  for  Special  Events  effective  September  1,  2014 

e.  Resolution  Approving  Fiscal  Year  2014/15  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule 

7.  Emergency  Prepardness  Planning  Services  (Information  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  1 0 minutes 

8.  Report  on  Navy  Surveys  of  Treasure  Island  Homes  ( Information  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  20  min 

9.  TICD  Presentation  on  Geotechnical  Program  and  Sea  Level  Rise  (Information  Item) 
Estimated  Length  of  Item:  25  minutes 

1 0 TICD  Presentation  on  Public  Realm  Program  (Information  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  25  minutes 


1 1 . Discussion  of  Future  Agenda  Items  by  Directors  (Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  5 minutes 


12.  Adjourn 

Relevant  documents  such  as  resolutions,  staff  summaries,  leases,  subleases  are  available  at  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Office,  One  Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Second  Floor, 
Treasure  Island,  and  the  Government  Information  Center  at  the  Main  Library,  1 00  Larkin  Street. 
Public  comment  is  taken  on  each  item  on  the  agenda. 

If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been  distributed  to  the  TIDA  Board  of 
Directors  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority,  Building  One,  2nd  Floor,  One  Ave.  of 
Palms,  San  Francisco,  CA  94130  during  normal  office  hours. 

Disability  Access 

The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  holds  its  regular  meetings  at  San  Francisco  City 
Hall.  City  Hall  is  accessible  to  persons  using  wheelchairs  and  others  with  disabilities.  Assistive 
listening  devices  are  available  upon  request.  Agendas  are  available  in  large  print.  Materials  in 
alternative  formats  and/or  American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  made  available  upon 
request.  Please  make  your  request  for  alternative  format  or  other  accommodations  to  the 
Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability  554-6789  (V),  554  6799  (TTY)  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the 
meeting  to  help  ensure  availability. 

The  nearest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center  Plaza  at  the  intersection  of  Market,  Grove, 
and  Hyde  Streets.  The  accessible  MUNI  Metro  lines  are  the  J,  K,  L,  M,  and  N (Civic  Center 
Station  or  Van  Ness  Avenue  Station).  MUNI  bus  lines  serving  the  area  are  the  47  Van  Ness,  9 
San  Bruno,  and  the  6,  7,  71  Haight/  Noriega.  Accessible  curbside  parking  is  available  on  1 Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  and  Grove  Street.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible 
services,  call  923-6142. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  scented  products. 
Please  help  the  City  to  accommodate  these  individuals. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  devices. 

Lobbyist  Ordinance 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Code  2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about 
the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite 


3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317  and  web  site 
http://www.sfgov.org/ethics/. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under 
the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact:  Administrator, 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA 
94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415  554  7724;  by  fax  at  415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from 
the  SOTF  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet, 
http://www.sfgov.org 
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A.  ADMINISTRATION 

TIDA  Budget 
13-14 

Expenditures 
as  of  6/30/14 

Balance 

TRAINING,  CONFERENCES  AND  TRAVEL  COSTS  (02200) 

$20,300 

8,828 

$11,472 

- EMPLOYEE  FIELD  EXPENSES  (LOCAL  FIELD  EXPENSES)  (02300) 

$2,000 

$2,000 

l MEMBERSHIP  FEES  (02400) 

$6,700 

20,278 

-$13,578 

j 1 EMOTIONAL  AND  MARKETING  EXPENSE  (02500) 

$35,000 

9,926 

$25,074 

5 Ain  PROFESSIONAL  & SPECIALIZED  SERVICES  (02700) 

lj  WTlHDI  - OPERATING  CONTRACT 

$171,000 

142,092 

$28,908 

b.  TREASURE  ISLAND  BOYS  & GIRLS  CLUB  HOUSE 

$146,990 

25,567 

$121,423 

c.  Tl  GYM  OPERATIONS  YMCA 

$146,775 

179,036 

-$32,261 

d.  OTHER  PROFESSIONAL  SERVICES  (02799) 

$45,000 

47,786 

-$2,786 

e.  REDEVELOPMENT  PROFESSIONAL  SERVICES  (02799) 

$695,000 

571,776 

$123,224 

TOTAL  ADMINISTRATION 

$1,268,765 

$1,005,289 

$263,476 

PROFESSIONAL  & SPECIALIZED  SERVICES  (2800) 

1.  MAINTENANCE  SERVICES  - BUILDINGS 

A.  SCAVENGER  SERVICES  (Trash  Disposal) 

$31,250 

24,386 

$6,864 

B.  JANITORIAL  SERVICES  (TOOLWORKS) 

$130,000 

127,875 

$2,125 

C.  PEST  CONTROL  (02803) 

$5,000 

2,409 

$2,591 

D.  GROUNDS  MAINTENANCE  (RUBICON)  ( 02801) 

$705,000 

705,000 

$0 

E.  MAINTENANCE  SERVICES  (BUILDING)  ( 02899) 

$100,000 

$100,000 

E.  MAINTENANCE  SERVICES  (FACILITY) ) ( 02800) 

$150,000 

- 

$150,000 

F.  MISC.  FACILITY  (PUBLIC  ART  HISTORICAL  PRESERVATION)  (03031) 

$20,000 

7,860 

$12,140 

2.  RENTS  & LEASES  - EQUIPMENT  (03100-03599) 

$50,000 

34,008 

$15,992 

3.  MATERIALS  & SUPPLIES  (04000) 

$25,000 

13,248 

$11,752 

4.  OTHER  MATERIAL  AND  SUPPLIES  - PUBLIC  SAFETY  (04599) 

$25,000 

4,871 

$20,129 

TOTAL  PROFFESSIONAL  & SPECIALIZED  SERVICES 

$1,241,250 

$919,657 

$321,593 

CITY  DEPARTMENT  WORK-ORDERS 

GENERAL  SERVICES  AGENCY  (081 CA) 

$2,164,368 

1,233,558 

$930,810 

RISK  MANAGEMENT  SERVICES  (OPERATIONS  AND  REDEVELOPMENT  INSURANCE)  ( 081 CB) 

$186,500 

96,117 

$90,383 

TIS-IDS  SERVICES  (081  Cl) 

$26,181 

23,999 

$2,182 

GF-  CITY  ATTORNEY  - LEGAL  SERVICES 

$996,558 

474,916 

$521,642 

TIS-IDS  SERVICES  (081 C5) 

$487 

416 

$71 

GF-  TIS  TELEPHONE  SERVICES  (081ET) 

$13,892 

7,519 

$6,373 

1 GF- FIRE  ( 081 FC) 

$103,000 

9,500 

$93,500 

HR  - MANAGEMENT  TRAINING 

$4,740 

- 

$4,740 

^URCH-CENTRAL  SHOPS-AUTO  MAINT  (AAO)  (081  PA) 

$11,660 

7,085 

$4,575 

1"  Arch-central  shops-fuel  stock  (aao)  (osipf) 

$3,887 

2,107 

$1,780 

P JPpARKING  & TRAFFIC  (081 PK) 

$25,000 

9,414 

$15,586 

IS-PURCH-REPRODUCTION  (AAO)  (081  PR) 

$6,000 

779 

$5,221 

GF  - POLICE  SECURITY  (SFPD)  (081SP) 

$80,087 

69,011 

$11,076 

GF-PUC- (AAO)  ($880,720  Utility  and  capital  investment , $150,000  Generators,  $200,000  MOU) 

$1,074,661 

924,058 

$150,603 

| SR-DPW-BUILDING  REPAIR  (081WB) 

$849,835 

929,606 

-$79,771 

SR-DPW-BUREAU  OF  STREET  ENVIRONMENTAL  SERVICES  (081WC) 

$154,063 

154,063 

$0 

SR-DPW-BUREAU  OF  STREETS  AND  SEWER  REPAIR  SERVICES  (081 WR) 

$180,681 

(53,554) 

$234,235 

SR-DPW-BUREAU  OF  URBAN  FORESTRY  SERVICES  (081WU) 

$305,902 

318,793 

-$12,891 

ADM  - REAL  ESTATE  SPECIAL  SERVICES  (DEPT.  OF  REAL  ESTATE-  FACILITIES  MGMT)  (081W6) 

$32,040 

8,766 

$23,274 

HUMAN  SERVICES  AGENCY  (081 SS) 

$40,000 

26,070 

$13,930 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH  (081  HP) 

$50,000 

40,964 

$9,036 

TOTAL  CITY  DEPARTMENT  WORK-ORDERS 

$6,309,542 

$4,283,187 

$2,026,355 

TOTAL  OPERATIONS  EXPENDITURES 

$8,819,557 

$6,208,133 

$2,611,424 

[ REVENUES  LESS  EXPENDITURES  AS  OF  05/30/14 


1 $3,197,304] 


. 
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To:  Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Operations 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

City  of  San  Francisco 

410  Palm  Avenue 

Building  1,  2nd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Date:  April  4,  2014 

RE:  Base  Rent  Adjustment  for  the  April  2014  to  March  2015  period 

. Per  the  Sublease,  Development,  Marketing  and  Property  Management  Agreement  between  the  T reasure 
Island  Development  Authority  and  the  John  Stewart  Company,  the  Base  Rent  for  the  Sublease  must  be 
adjusted  using  a “CPI  Adjustment”  (Section  15.2).  The  agreement  specifies  that  the  adjustment  will  use 
the  CPI  for  Urban  and  Wage  Earners  and  Clerical  Workers  published  most  immediately  preceding  the 
Adjustment  Date  and  compare  this  to  the  Index  published  most  immediately  preceding  the  prior  Lease 
Year. 

The  CPI  for  the  San  Francisco-Oakland-San  Jose  area  is  attached  (from  the  United  State  Department  of 
Labor,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics). 

Based  on  the  underlying  sublease  agreement  language,  the  underlying  $500,000  base  rent  is  inflated  by 
CPI  increase  between  2013  and  2014.  Base  rent  for  the  2013-14  periods  has  been  620,191.00.  The 
Base  Rent  for  2014-1 5 is  therefore  adjusted  as  follows: 

Year  over  year  adjustment  from  2013  to  2014  is  245.148/240.262  = 1 .02034  (see  attached) 

The  new  Base  Rent  adjustment  for  the  upcoming  period  is: 

(620,191 .00)  X (1 .02034)  = 632,806.00  (or  52733.67  monthly) 

The  adjusted  Base  Rent  payments  as  prescribed  under  the  sublease  will  thus  be  adjusted  to  $52,733.67 
monthly  for  the  April  2014  to  March  201 5 period. 

Sincerely, 


Jeffrey  Kohler 
Attachments 

Cc:  John  Stewart,  JSCo  Loren  Sanborn,  JSCo 

Connie  Le,  JSCo  Paula  Schlunegger,  JSCo 

Lynny  Lee,  JSCo  Jack  Gardner,  JSCo 

Dan  Stone,  JSCo 


1388  Sutter  Street  • life  Floor  • San  Francisco,  CA  94109  • Tel  (415)  345-4400  • Fax  (415)  614-9175  • www.jsco.net 
San  Francisco  • Sacramento  • South  Bay  • Los  Angeles'*  San  Diego 
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Original  Data  Value 


To:  Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Operations 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

City  of  San  Francisco 

410  Palm  Avenue 

Building  1,  2nd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Date:  April  4,  2014 

RE:  Base  Rent  Adjustment  for  the  April  2014  to  March  2015  period 

Per  the  Sublease,  Development,  Marketing  and  Property  Management  Agreement  between  the  T reasure 
Island  Development  Authority  and  the  John  Stewart  Company,  the  Base  Rent  for  the  Sublease  must  be 
adjusted  using  a “CPI  Adjustment”  (Section  15.2).  The  agreement  specifies  that  the  adjustment  will  use 
the  CPI  for  Urban  and  Wage  Earners  and  Clerical  Workers  published  most  immediately  preceding  the 
Adjustment  Date  and  compare  this  to  the  Index  published  most  immediately  preceding  the  prior  Lease 
Year. 

A The  CPI  for  the  San  Francisco-Oakland-San  Jose  area  is  attached  (from  the  United  State  Department  of 
M Labor,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics). 

Based  on  the  underlying  sublease  agreement  language,  the  underlying  $500,000  base  rent  is  inflated  by 
CPI  increase  between  2013  and  2014.  Base  rent  for  the  2013-14  periods  has  been  620,191.00.  The 
Base  Rent  for  2014-15  is  therefore  adjusted  as  follows: 

Year  over  year  adjustment  from  2013  to  2014  is  245.148/240.262  = 1 .02034  (see  attached) 

The  new  Base  Rent  adjustment  for  the  upcoming  period  is: 

(620,191.00)  X (1.02034)  =632,806.00  (or  52733.67  monthly) 

The  adjusted  Base  Rent  payments  as  prescribed  under  the  sublease  will  thus  be  adjusted  to  $52,733.67 
monthly  for  the  April  2014  to  March  2015  period. 

Sincerely, 


Jeffrey  Kohler 
Attachments 


Cc: 


John  Stewart, .JSCo 
Connie  Le,  JSCo 
Lynny  Lee,  JSCo 
Dan  Stone,  JSCo 


Loren  Sanborn,  JSCo 
Paula  Schlunegger,  JSCo 
Jack  Gardner,  JSCo 


1388  Sutter  Street  • 11th  Floor  • San  Francisco,  CA  94109  • Tel  (415)  345-4400  • Fax  (415)  614-9175  " www.jsco.net 
San  Francisco  • Sacramento  • South  Bay  ■ Los  Angeles  « San  Diego 
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Villages  at  Treasure 


Account  Name 


Monthly  Base  Rent 


Payor:  TREASURE  ISLAND-RES. 

Payee:  Treasure  Island  Dvlpmnt  Authority 


Date 

8/6/2014 


Check  No. 
013394 


Check  Amount 
52,733.67 


Retain  this  statement  for  your 


TREASURE  ISLAND-RES. 

The  John  Stewart  Company,  Trustee 
1388  Slitter  Street,  11th  FI 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


WestAmerica  Bank 
90-4021/121 1 
Sausalito,  CA  94965 

V 

Check  No. 


f :i||p;  f|jF  8/6/2014  013394 

» Fifty  fwo  Thousand  Seven  Hundred  Thirty  Three  AND  67/100  Dollars  * 


Check  Amount 
$52,733.67 


Pay  to  the  order  of: 

Treasure  Island  Dvlpmnt  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Suite  241 
Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 


RUE  BLUE  MAGE-jBGBURE  AREAS  TO  SHOW  THE  WORD  ‘’VALID” 


AUG.  1 2 2014 
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MEMORANDUM 


JUL^o  2014 


To:  Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Operations,  Treasure  island  Development  Authority 

cc:  John  Stewart,  JSCo  Dan  Stone,  JSCo  Connie  Le,  JSCo 

Sonya  Rosenbach,  JSCo  Loren  Sanborn,  JSCo 
Jack  Gardner,  JSCo  Lynny  Lee,  JSCo 

From:  Jeffrey  Kohler 

Date:  July  23, 2014 

Subject:  Percentage  Rent  for  Treasure  Island  Housing  Project  Sublease  for  June  2014 


Enclosed  is  our  payment  of  Percentage  Rent  in  the  amount. of  . $211,708  for  the  June  2014  period,  calculated 
per  the  sublease  agreement.  You  should  note  that  these  expenses  reflect  a suspension  of  reserve  funding  as 
outlined  in  the  sublease  requirements  but  continue. to  include  accrued  funds  to  pay  Possessory  Interest 
charges  of  the  property.  In  addition,  the  amount  disbursed  has  been  reduced  by  $9,378,  recouping  1/36*11  of 
prior  year  audit  adjustments  outlined  in  the  2010  Audit  (with,  an  additional  $13.32  deduction  in  final  repayment 
month).  As  of  today  we  has  recouped  24/36th  of  prior  year  audit  adjustment  and  the  balance  will  need  to 
recoup  is  $112,549. 

Calculation  of  Funds  Available  for  Distribution 

TIDA  receives  95%  revenues  remaining  after  adjusting  gross  revenues  by  operating  expenses,  current 
accretion  due  and  the  repayment  of  ledger  balances  based  on  sublease  specifications.  Funds  expended  for 
replacement  reserve  eligible  items  are  expensed  in  the  period  expenses  are  recognized.  To  the  degree  that 
these  costs  are  reimbursed  from  the  replacement  reserve  account,  percentage  rent  will  be  adjusted  in  the 
period  that  the  reserve  draw  is  approved. 

For  the  month  of  June  2014  , actual  Total  Revenues  were  about  0.74%  below  budgeted  Total  Revenues.  Total 
expenses  for  June  2014  were  approximately  1 5.94%  above  budgeted  for  the  month.  The  result  was  that 
Funds  Available  for  June  2014  Distribution  were  $232,722  or.  about  32.21%  below  budgeted  amounts.  This. is 
the  result  of  several  major  projects  including:  road  and  sidewalk  repairs,  mold  remediation  and  projects  for  the  ' 
benefit  of  TIDA.  These-over  budgeted  expenditures  make  up  94%  Of  the  variance  in  the  amount  eligible  for  % 
rent  distribution. 

Calculation  of  Percentage  Rent 

Based  on  operations,  a total  of  $232,722  in  adjusted  Gross  Revenues  after  costs  of  operations  are  available 
for  distribution  for  the  June  2014  period.  These  revenues  are  distributed  as  follows: 


June  2014  Distributions 

June  2014 

June  2014 

Actual 

Budqeted 

V-  - • Available  for  Distribution 

$232,722 

$343,275 

percentage  rent  for  TIDA 

$221,086 

$326,095 

■f^Repay  Prior  overpayment  24 
v.(1/36TH  total  per  period) 

O ’ Net  Disbursed  as  percentage  rent  to  TIDA 

$211J08 

$326,095 

Percentage  rent  for  JSCO 

$11,636 

$17,163 

This  percentage  rent  breakdown  reflects  the  current  year  split  by  TIDA/JSCo.  Beginning  with  April  2005 
disbursements,  TIDA  receives  95%  of  revenues  after  expenses,  while  the  John  Stewart  Company  percentage 
is  5%  of  the  amount. 
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MEMORANDUM 


To: 

cc: 

From: 

Date: 

Subject: 


P UL 

Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Operations,  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

John  Stewart,  JSCo  Dan  Stone,  JSCo  Connie  Le,  JSCo 

Sonya  Rosenbach,  JSCo  Loren  Sanborn,  JSCo 
Jack  Gardner,  JSCo  Lynny  Lee,  JSCo 

Jeffrey  Kohler 

Aug  21,2014 

Percentage  Rent  for  Treasure  Island  Housing  Project  Sublease  for  July  2014 


Enclosed  is  our  payment  of  Percentage  Rent  in  the  amount  of  $151,884  for  the  July  2014  period,  calculated 
per  the  sublease  agreement.  You  should  note  that  these  expenses  reflect  a suspension  of  reserve  funding  as 
outlined  in  the  sublease  requirements  but  continue  to  include  accrued  funds  to  pay  Possessory  Interest 
charges  of  the  property.  In  addition,  the  amount  disbursed  has  been  reduced  by  $9,378,  recouping  1/36th  of 
prior  year  audit  adjustments  outlined  in  the  2010  Audit  (with  an  additional  $13.32  deduction  in  final  repayment 
month).  As  of  today  we  has  recouped  25/36m  of  prior  year  audit  adjustment  and  the  balance  will  need  to 
recoup  is  $103,171.00. 

Calculation  of  Funds  Available  for  Distribution 

TIDA  receives  95%  revenues  remaining  after  adjusting  gross  revenues  by  operating  expenses,  current 
accretion  due  and  the  repayment  of  ledger  balances  based  on  sublease  specifications.  Funds  expended  for 
replacement  reserve  eligible  items  are  expensed  in  the  period  expenses  are  recognized.  To  the  degree  that 
these  costs  are  reimbursed  from  the  replacement  reserve  account,  percentage  rent  will  be  adjusted  in  the 
period  that  the  reserve  draw  is  approved. 

For  the  month  of  July  2014  , actual  Total  Revenues  were  about  3.39%  above  budgeted  Total  Revenues.  Total 
expenses  for  July  2014  were  approximately  23.28%  above  budgeted  for  the  month.  The  result  was  that  Funds 
Available  for  July  2014  Distribution  were  $169,750  or  about  40.24%  below  budgeted  amounts.  This  is  the 
result  of  several  major  projects  including:  road  and  sidewalk  repairs,  mold  remediation  and  projects  for  the 
benefit  of  TIDA.  These  over  budgeted  expenditures  make  up  94%  of  the  variance  in  the  amount  eligible  for  % 
rent  distribution. 

Calculation  of  Percentage  Rent 

Based  on  operations,  a total  of  $169,750  in  adjusted  Gross  Revenues  after  costs  of  operations  are  available 
for  distribution  for  the  July  2014  period.  These  revenues  are  distributed  as  follows: 


Juiv  2014  Distributions 

Juiv  2014 

Juiv  2014 

Actual 

Budgeted 

Available  for  Distribution 

$169,750 

$284,031 

Percentage  rent  for  TIDA 

$161,262 

. $269,947 

Repay  Prior  overpayment  25 
(1/36™  total  per  period) 

-$9.378 

Net  Disbursed  as  percentage  rent  to  TIDA 

$151,884 

$269,947 

Percentage  rent  for  JSCO 

$8,488 

$14,216 

This  percentage  rent  breakdown  reflects  the  current  year  split  by  TIDA/JSCo.  Beginning  with  April  2005 
disbursements,  TIDA  receives  95%  of  revenues  after  expenses,  while  the  John  Stewart  Company  percentage 
is  5%  of  the  amount. 
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6542  Repairs  Contract 

6596  Fire  Damage  Costs 

6711  Payroll  Taxes 

6721  Fidelity  Bond 

6722  Workers  Compensation 

6723  Emp  Health  and  Life  insurance  (excludes  t 
6723-010  401  (K)  Matching  Contriution  estimate 

6710  Possessory  Interest  Tax 

6991  Recreation  Salaries 

TOTAL  OPERATING  EXPENSES 
TOTALEXPEPNSES 

i 

1 

TREASURE  ISLAND 


Monthly  Maintenance  Common  Area  Charges  2014 


6589— MAINTENANCE-COMMON  AREA  CHARGES:  The  figure  of  an  average 
$28,300  per  month/$339,608  per  year  is  included.  Common  Service  charges  are 
referenced  in  Section  3.1.2.  and  3.1.3  of  Exhibit  1 as  part  of  the  Exhibits  to  the 
Sublease  Agreement.  Common  Service  Charges  are  composed  of  two  parts:  a 
charge  for  the  (arid  ($6,886.96  per  month)  and  a charge  for  the  structures 
($23,317.54)  The  Common  Area  charge  for  the  structures  is  a function  of  each 
apartment’s  square  footage.  While  Common  service  Charges  per  annum  have 
been  historically  fixed  at  $30,204.50  per  month/  $362,454.00  per  year  based 
upon  a portfolio  of  632  units,  this  expense  was  reduced  in  July  2007  by 
$1,962.38  per  month' to  $28,242.  fO  per  monthf$ 338.905.20  per  year  with  the 
return  of  the  54  “borrowed”  units  to  Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development 
.Initiative.  The  Common  Area  Charges  are  now  based  upon  a portfolio  of  578 
units. 
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Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 


City  & County  of  San  francisco 


One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
Bldg.  One,  2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
WWW.SFT REASUREISLAND.ORG 


Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


Re: 


To: 


Date: 


From: 


The  following  waivers  were  granted  for  the  months  of  July,  August  2014. 
Fee  Waivers: 

- John  Stewart  Company,  Meeting,  7/16/14. 

- San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  Event,  7/17/14. 

- San  Francisco  YMCA,  Event,  7/23/14. 

United  States  Navy,  Meeting,  8/19/14. 

Swords  to  Plowshares,  BBQ,  8/28/1 4. 

- Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development  Initiative,  Memorial,  9/2/14 
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Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Subleases  and  Permits  Executed 
Pursuant  To  Leasing  Policy 
As  of  September  5, 1014 


Location  / 
Facility 

No. 

Status 

(new/ 

expired) 

Company  Name  / 
Prospective  Subtenant 

Start 

Date 

Leasehold  Type 

Sq.  Ft. 

Annual 

Rent 

Building 

201 

845 

New 

Citileague,  Inc. 

6/15/14 

Batting  cages 

6,500 

$19,500.00 

Building 

41 

846 

New 

JSP  Visuals  Inc.  and 
Sol  Rouge  LLC 

6/1/14 

Photo,  wine 
making 

4,250 

$24,000.00 

Portion  of 
Hangar  3 

854 

New 

Muse  Media  Center, 
Inc. 

7/1/14 

Fabrication, 

Storage 

10,000 

$30,000.00 

Portion  of 
Hangar  3 

856 

New 

Sol  Rouge  LLC 

9/1/14 

Storage, 
wholesaling, 
sales,  tasting 
and 

manufacturing 
of  beer  and  wine 

PA:  6,600 
PB:  5,350 
PC:1,450 
PD:  500 
PE:1,500 

$121,800.0 

0 

A, and  at 
"venue  N 
and  3rd 

870 

New 

Bay  Tires  NW 

8/1/14 

Storage 

34,500 

$45,000.00 

Building 

201 

873 

New 

Bryan  Scott  Norman 

8/1/14 

Warehouse 

3,075 

$30,000.00 

Banner 

875 

New 

O’Rorke,  Inc. 

9/1/14 

Banner 

N/A 

$132,000.0 

0 

Building  1 
Suite  10b 

882 

New 

Daniel  Goode  and 
Dennis  Fallon,  dba 
American  Lenders  of 
SF. 

9/1/14 

Office 

100 

$1,800.00 

Building 

29 

883 

New 

Daniel  Goode  and 
Dennis  Fallon,  dba 
American  Lenders  of 
SF. 

9/1/14 

Storage 

1,950 

$7,200.00 

180  lot, 
Eucalyptu 
s Lot 

P- 

857 

New 

LaLanne  Fitness,  Inc. 

8/2/14 

Event/Parking 

N/A 

$3,500.00 

Great 

lawn 

Parking 

Lot 

P- 

858 

New 

Discovery 

Communications  LLC 

7/9/14 

Film 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

Great 

lawn 

parking 

Shot 

P- 

859 

New 

CreativeLive,  Inc. 

7/20/14 

Film 

N/A 

$1,500.00 

Various 

P- 

861 

New 

CA  Dragon  Boat 
Association 

9/17/14 

Event 

N/A 

§12,500.00 

Marina 

Vista 

P- 

864 

New 

Sol  Rouge  LLC 

7/30/14 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Marina 

Vista 

P- 

865 

New 

Sol  Rouge  LLC 

12/11/14 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Marina, 
Avenue  of 
the  Palms 

P- 

866 

New 

Peter  McClafferty 

7/13/14 

Photo 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

B 180  Lot 

P- 

867 

New 

Piston  and  Chain  LLC 

10/5/14 

Event 

N/A 

$1,500.00 

Hangar  3 

P- 

868 

New 

Pym  Particles 
Productions,  LLC 

7/28/14 

Parking/Storage 

4,400 

$18,300.00 

Avenue  H 

P- 

869 

New 

Vitality  Lacrosse 

7/27/14 

Road  Closure 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

Avenue  of 
the  Palms 

P- 

871 

New 

Biscuit  Film  works 
LLC 

8/5/14 

Film 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Avenue  of 
the  Palms 

P- 

872 

New 

Zero  Motorcycles 

8/5/14 

Photo 

N/A 

$500.00 

180  Lot 

P- 

874 

New 

Michael  Hoff 
Productions  Inc. 

8/1/14 

Film 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

180  Lot 

P- 

876 

New 

Bandito  Bros.  LLC 

8/16/14 

Parking 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

B-l  Back 
Lot 

P- 

877 

New 

Sol  Rouge  LLC 

10/13/14 

Tenting 

N/A 

$2,000.00 

B-l, 
Chapel, 
Avenue  of 
the  Palms 

P- 

878 

New 

Pym  Particles 
Productions,  LLC 

8/22/14 

Filming 

N/A 

$6,000.00 

1311  F, 
Gateview, 
Exterior  of 
Building 
261 

P- 

880 

New 

Partizan  U.S.,  LLC 

8/13/14 

Filming 

N/A 

$500.00 

California 

atN 

P- 

881 

New 

Dwight  Eschliman 
Photography 

9/2/14 

Photo 

N/A 

$500.00 

Various 

Lots 

P- 

884 

New 

Sol  Rouge  LLC 

9/19/14 

Parking, 

Tenting 

N/A 

$2,000.00 

Great 

lawn 

Parking 

Lot 

P- 

885 

New 

Chelsea  Pictures,  Inc. 

8/26/14 

Filming 

N/A 

$3,000.00 

180  Lot 

P- 

887 

New 

PGE  Corp. 

10/21/14 

Training 

N/A 

$1500.00 

180  Lot 

P- 

888 

New 

Lit  Motors,  Inc. 

9/2/14 

Vehicle  Test 
Drives 

N/A 

$1,500.00 

Great 

Lawn 

P- 

889 

New 

Paris  Hayes 

9/12/15 

Wedding 

N/A 

$2,500.00 

Fogwatch 

E-48 

New 

Trips  4 U,  Inc. 

10/11/14 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

^ hap  el 

E-50 

New 

Justine  Pelina 

8/9/14 

Event 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

T?asa  de  la 
Vista 

E-51 

New 

Peggy  Chen 

3/14/15 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-52 

New 

Nicholas  Sundar 

5/2/15 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Fogwatch 

E-53 

New 

Alison  BeGuzman 

5/9/15 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Chapel 

E-54 

New 

Danielle  Cojuangco 

6/13/15 

Event 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

Chapel 

E-55 

New 

Xiuqi  Jiang 

9/14/14 

Event 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

Fogwatch 

E-56 

New 

Volvo  Group  North  ' 
America 

6/9/14 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Chapel 

E-57 

New 

Roy  Lui 

1/10/15 

Event 

N/A 

$1,000.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-58 

New 

Events  Management, 
Inc. 

8/17/14 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-59 

New 

niuminating 
Engineering  Society 

9/18/14 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Fogwatch 

E-60 

New 

Naval  Parents 
Academy  Club 

10/12/14 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Fogwatch 

E-61 

New 

Sol  Rouge  LLC 

7/4/14 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Casa  de  la 
^ista 

E-62 

New 

Sol  Rouge  LLC 

9/13/14 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

JULY  2014  TREASURE  ISLAND  CRIME  STATISTICS 

ON  BEHALF  OF  CAPTAIN  WILLIAM  ROUALDES,  SOUTHERN  STATION 
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Incident  Type 

Access  Card,  incl.  Credit,  Phone,  ATM,  Fraudulent  Use 
of 

Assault,  Aggravated,  W/  Other  Weapon 

Battery 

Battery 

Battery  with  Serious  Injuries 

Burglary,  Warehouse,  Forcible  Entry  ! 

Fraudulent  Game  or  Trick,  Obtaining  Money  or 
Property 

Malicious  Mischief,  Breaking  Windows 

:cious  Mischief,  Vandalism  to  Vehicle 

cious  Mischief,  Vandalism  to  Vehicle 

cious  Mischief,  Vandalism  to  Vehicle 

cious  Mischief,  Vandalism  to  Vehicle 

Miscellaneous  Investigation 

Miscellaneous  Investigation 

Missing  Juvenile 

Property  for  Identification 

Robbery,  Residence,  W/  Gun 

Stay  Away  or  Court  Order,  Non-DV  Related 

Theft,  From  Locked  Vehicle,  $200-$950 

Theft,  From  Locked  Vehicle,  $200- $950 

Theft,  From  Locked  Vehicle,  <$50 

Theft,  From  Locked  Vehicle,  <$50 
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Theft,  From  Locked  Vehicle,  >$950 | 7/22/14  18:45 


Theft,  From  Unlocked  Vehicle,  >$950 | 7/9/14  20:30  | 2 AVENUE  OF  THE  PALMS  AVE 
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Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 


City  & County  of  San  Francisco 


One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415) 274-0299 
WWW.  S FT REASURElSLAND.ORG 


Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


To: 


Treasure  Island  l jment  Authority  Board  of  Directors 


Cc: 


From: 


Date: 


Peter  Summervill^ML- 
September  5, 2014  ^ 

Treasure  Island  Power  Outages  - July  & August  2014 
Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operations 


On  Saturday  August  30th  at  approximately  1 :45  AM  Treasure  Island  experienced 
a power  outage.  SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC)  issued  an  RSAN  Alert, 
alerted  TIDA  staff  and  dispatched  repair  crews.  Power  to  Treasure  Island  was 
restored  at  approximately  4:20  AM.  Cause  was  identified  by  SFPUC  as  a palm 
branch  caught  in  aerial  power  lines. 
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City  & County  of  San  francisco 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

1 Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

Bldg.  One,  2no  Floor,  Treasure  Island 

San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
www.sfgov.org/treasureisland 


Gavin  Newsom,  Mayor 
Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  the  island  operations 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Acceptance  of  Gifts  to  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Standard  Operating  Procedure 


I.  Gifts  to  Individual  Officials  and  Employees 

A number  of  rules  apply  to  gifts  received  by  individual  employees  and  officers  - as  opposed 
to  gifts  received  by  TIDA.  Under  these  rules,  a “gift”  is  anything  that  confers  a personal 
benefit  for  which  the  recipient  does  not  provide  equal  or  greater  value.  This  includes  meals, 
drinks,  travel,  free  admission  to  shows  or  other  events,  rebates  or  discounts  that  are  not 
available  to  the  general  public.  Whenever  a TIDA  employee  or  officer  receives  a gift,  the 
following  rules  apply.  State  and  local  law  include  a number  of  exceptions  to  the  gift  rules, 
and  employees  and  officers  should  consult  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  guidance 
regarding  any  particular  gift. 

• $440  gift  limit:  TIDA  officials  and  employees  who  are  required  to  file  Statements  of 
Economic  Interests  (“SEIs  ” also  referred  to  as  “Form  700s”)  may  not  accept  gifts 
from  any  single  source  totaling  more  than  $440  in  a calendar  year  if  they  are  required 
to  report  income  or  gifts  received  from  that  source  on  their  SEIs.  This  rule  applies 
even  if  the  source  of  the  gift  does  not  do  any  business  with  TIDA. 

• $50  gift  reporting:  Officials  and  employees  who  are  required  to  file  SEIs  also  must 
report  gifts  (or  a series  of  gifts)  worth  $50  or  more  on  their  Statements  of  Economic 
Interest  (or  Form  700). 

• Restricted  source  rule:  No  TIDA  officer  or  employee  may  solicit  or  accept  any  gift 
from  a person  who  the  officer  or  employee  knows  or  has  reason  to  believe  is  a 
“restricted  source.”  A restricted  source  is  anyone  contracting  with  or  seeking  to 
contract  with  TIDA,  or  anyone  who  during  the  previous  12  months  knowingly 
attempted  to  influence  the  officer  or  employee  in  any  of  his  or  her  TIDA  decisions. 
Ethics  Commission  regulations  allow  officers  and  employees  to  accept  non-cash  gifts 
worth  $25  or  less  on  up  to  four  occasions  per  year  from  any  restricted  source. 

° Gifts  from  subordinates:  No  employee  may  solicit  or  accept  any  gift  from  a 

subordinate  or  job  applicant.  There  are  some  exceptions  to  this  rule,  including  non- 
cash gifts  of  $25  or  less  given  on  occasions  on  which  gifts  are  traditionally  given; 
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food  and  drink  to  be  shared  in  office;  personal  hospitality  at  the  subordinate’s  home; 
and  gifts  given  in  recognition  of  occasions  of  special  personal  significance,  like 
weddings. 

• Gifts  for  doing  your  job:  Under  the  Statement  of  Incompatible  Activities  applicable  to 
TIDA  employees,  no  TIDA  employee  may  accept  any  gift  (other  than  non-cash  gifts 
worth  $25  or  less)  for  the  performance  of  a specific  service  or  act  that  the  employee  is 
expected  to  render  in  the  regular  course  of  his  or  her  duties. 

Gifts  to  TIDA 

A separate  set  of  rules  applies  to  gifts  that  are  accepted  and  used  by  TIDA.  State  law,  the  San 
Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance  and  TIDA  Board  Resolution  #98-15-4/15  dictate  the  following 
governing  guidelines. 

• All  gifts  must  be  used  solely  for  the  official  business  of  TIDA. 

• TIDA  in  its  sole  discretion  shall  determine  the  specific  official  or  officials  who  shall 
use  the  gift  provided  that  a donor  may  identify  a specific  purpose  for  the  use  of  the 
gift,  so  long  as  the  donor  does  not  designate  the  specific  official  or  officials  who  may 
use  the  gift. 

• Gifts  must  be  memorialized  in  a written  public  record  within  30  days  of  receipt  (i) 
identifying  the  donor,  (ii)  the  official  or  class  of  officials  designated  by  TIDA  to 
receive  or  use  the  gift,  (iii)  the  nature  and  amount  of  the  gift,  and  (iv)  the  intended  use 
of  the  gift. 

• For  all  gifts  worth  over  $ 1 00,  TIDA  must  also  report  the  following  information  on  its 
website  within  30  days:  the  name  of  the  donor,  the  amount  of  the  gift,  and  any 
financial  relationship  between  TIDA  and  the  donor  of  receipt. 

• The  Director  of  Island  Operations  has  the  authority  to  accept  gifts  which  do  not  to 
exceed  $10,000  and  must  administer  such  gifts  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
donor,  subject  to  the  requirements  and  restrictions  contained  in  Resolution  #98-15- 
4/15. 

• The  Director  of  Island  Operations  must  submit  a written  report  of  any  gifts  accepted  at 
the  next  meeting  of  the  TIDA  Board  immediately  following  the  donation. 

- Gifts  worth  more  than  $ 1 0,000  must  be  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  before 
acceptance.  TIDA  must  also  provide  an  annual  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (in 
the  first  two  weeks  of  July)  regarding  the  nature  and  disposition  of  gifts  received 
during  the  previous  fiscal  year. 

Special  rules  for  gifts  benefitting  individual  employees  and  officers:  When  TIDA  receives  a 
gift  that  will  benefit  particular'  employees  or  officers  rather  than  TIDA  as  a whole,  the  gift 
may  be  considered  a gift  to  TIDA  and  not  to  individual  employees  or  officers  only  if  the 
following  criteria  are  met: 
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• The  Director  of  Island  Operations,  or  his  or  her  designee,  determines  and  controls 
TIDA’s  use  of  the  gift  and  decides  who  will  benefit  from  it.  The  agency  official  who 
determines  and  controls  the  agency's  use  of  the  gift  may  not  select  himself  or  herself  as 
the  individual  who  will  use  the  gift,  unless  the  item  is  for  general  use  and  the  agency 
agency  is  one  of  those  officials  who  will  have  access  to  such  use. 

• TIDA  must  report  all  payments  on  the  FPPC  Form  801  and  provide  the  completed 
form  to  the  filing  officer  who  maintains  TIDA  employees'  Statements  of  Economic 
Interests.  If  the  amount  of  such  payments  totals  $2,500  or  more  in  a calendar  quarter, 
within  30  days  of  the  end  of  the  quarter,  TIDA  shall  also  post  a copy  of  the  form  801 
or  the  information  in  the  form  on  its  website. 

ILL  Procedure  for  Acceptance  and  Administrating  Gifts 

The  following  procedures  apply  whenever  any  TIDA  employee  or  officer  receives  a gift. 

1 . The  Director  of  Island  Operations  and  the  Project  Administrator  determine  whether  it  is  a gift  to 

TIDA  or  an  individual. 

2.  Questions  on  whether  TIDA  may  legally  accept  the  gift  and/or  compliance  with  TED  A 

Resolution  #98-15-4/15  and  applicable  state  and  local  laws  will  be  reviewed  with  the  City 

Attorney’s  Office. 

3.  Project  Administrator  requests  information  on  the  value  of  the  gift  from  the  donor. 

4.  For  gifts  over  $10,000: 

a.  The  Project  Administrator  prepares  the  Staff  Summary  and  resolution  for  TIDA  Board 
approval  before  the  gift  is  accepted. 

b.  The  Director  of  Island  Operations  reviews  and  approves  the  Staff  Summary. 

c.  If  requested,  City  Attorney  reviews  the  Staff  Summary  and  resolution. 

d.  The  TIDA  Board  approves  or  disapproves  the  gift  acceptance  by  resolution  in  a properly 
noticed  public  meeting.  The  resolution  is  then  forwarded  to  The  Board  of  Supervisors  for 

| approval. 

5.  For  gifts  under  $ 1 0,000,  the  Director  of  Island  Operations  may  accept  such  gifts  consistent  with 

Resolution  #98-15-4/15  in  consultation  with  the  Project  Administrator. 

6.  Project  Administrator  completes  Donor  Disclosure/Gift  Acknowledgment  Form,  if  required 

(Exhibit  B). 

7.  Project  Administrator  drafts  gift  acknowledgment  letters  for  the  Director  of  Island  Operations. 

8.  The  Director  of  Island  Operations  signs  the  gift  acknowledgment  letters. 

9.  Proj  ect  Administrator  provides  signed  copies  of  the  gift  acknowledgment  letters  to  the 
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Commission  Secretary  to  be  included  in  the  immediate  following  TIDA  Board  meeting 
package  for  public  disclosure. 

10.  When  applicable,  the  Project  Administrator  downloads  Form  801  from  the  FPPC’s  website: 
http ://www.fppc,ca. gov/forms/80 1 .ndf  Sample  Form  (Exhibit  C). 

1 1 . The  Project  Administrator  prepares  Form  801 . 

12.  The  City  Attorney  reviews  completed  Form  801  and  Donor  Disclosure/Gift  Acknowledgment 
Forms. 

1 3 . The  Director  of  Island  Operations  signs  Form  801 . 


14.  The  Project  Administrator  transmits  a completed  signed  Form  801  to  the  filing  officer  who 
receives  the  officials  Statement  of  Economic  Interest. 

1 5.  Hard  copies  of  the  completed  Form  801 , Donor  Disclosure/Gift  Acknowledgment  Forms  and 
letters  of  gift  acknowledgment  from  the  Director  of  Island  Operations  are  maintained  by  the 
Project  Administrator  for  TIDA  records  in  the  file  entitled  Gifts. 
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Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Acceptance  of  Gifts  to  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Standard  Operating  Procedure 
Exhibits 


Exhibit  A:  Resolution  98-15-415  (Acceptance  of  Gifts  to  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority) 

Exhibit  B:  Donor  Disclosure/Gift  Acknowledgment 
Exhibit  C:FPPC  Form  801 
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City  & County  of  San  francisco 
^Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

■ 41 0 Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

bldg.  One,  2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
www.sfgov.org/treasureisland 


Gavin  Newsom,  Mayor 
Mirian  Saez 
Director  of  the  island  operations 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes 
Standard  Operating  Procedure 

The  President  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  of 
Directors,  as  well  as  the  Director  of  Island  Operations,  shall  each  have  independent  authority  to 
determine  whether  a public  purpose  benefit  exists  by  the  distribution  of  the  tickets  and/or  passes 
and  to  distribute  the  tickets  and/or  passes  in  accordance  with  this  Policy.  TIDA  may  not  accept 
any  tickets  and/or  passes  that  are  earmarked  for  use  by  any  particular  City  or  TIDA  official, 
employee  or  officer.  The  TIDA  official  distributing  any  tickets  and/or  passes  in  accordance  with 
this  Policy  shall  determine  which  City  or  TIDA  official,  employee  or  officer  may  use  the  tickets 
and/or  passes.  Under  TIDA's  Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes,  a City  or  TIDA 
official,  employee  or  officer  who  has  received  tickets  and/or  passes  shall  not  transfer  such  tickets 
and/or  passes  to  any  other  person,  except  to  the  official,  employee  or  officer's  spouse,  domestic 
partner  recognized  by  state  law,  or  dependent  children,  solely  for  their  personal  use.  Tickets 
and/or  passes  may  also  be  distributed  to  persons  who  are  not  City  officials,  staff  and  TIDA 
Board  Members  if  the  President,  Secretary  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board 
of  Directors,  or  the  Director  of  Island  Operations,  determine  that  a public  purpose  benefit  exists. 

Under  the  TIDA  Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes,  the  distribution  of  any  tickets 
and/or  passes  by  TIDA  to,  or  at  the  behest  of,  any  TIDA  official,  employee  or  officer,  including 
officials,  employees  and  officers  of  the  City  who  perform  services  for  TIDA,  shall  accomplish 
one  or  more  of  the  following  public  purposes. 

« Promotion  of  economic  development  and  employment  in  the  City,  including  the  City's 

mainland  and  the  Base. 

e Promotion  of  local  businesses. 

• Promotion  of  City  tourism,  including  conferences,  conventions,  and  special  events  on  the 

City's  mainland  and  on  the  Base. 

° Promotion  of  public  and  private  resources  available  to  City  residents,  including  charitable 
and  nonprofit  organization  resources  on  the  City's  mainland  and  on  the  Base. 

e Promotion  of  TIDA  or  City-run,  sponsored  or  supported  community  programs. 

° Promotion  of  community  programs,  including  programs  supported  by  charitable  and 
nonprofit  organizations  on  the  City's  mainland  and  on  the  Base. 
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• Promotion  of  public  facilities  available  for  City  resident  use,  including  facilities  on  the 
City's  mainland  and  on  the  Base. 

• Promotion  of  private  facilities  available  for  City  resident  use,  including  charitable  and 
nonprofit  organization  facilities  on  the  City's  mainland  and  on  the  Base. 

• Promotion  of  exchange  programs  with  foreign  officials  and  representatives. 

• Increasing  public  exposure  to,  and  awareness  of,  the  recreational,  cultural,  and 
educational  facilities  available  to  the  public  within  the  City,  including  facilities  on  the 
City's  mainland  and  on  the  Base. 

• Promotion  of  the  public  trust  for  commerce,  navigation  and  fisheries  within  the  TIDA’s 
jurisdiction  as  the  Tidelands  Trustee. 

• Any  purpose  similar  to  the  above  identified  in  any  City  or  TIDA  contract. 

Procedure  for  Acceptance  and  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes 

1 . The  Director  of  Island  Operations  receives  the  tickets  and/or  passes  from  the  Event 
Producer. 

2.  The  Director  of  Island  Operations,  the  President  or  Secretary  of  the  TIDA  Board  distribute 
the  tickets  and/or  passes  in  a manner  consistent  with  the  Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets 
and  Passes  in  consultation  with  the  Project  Administrator. 

3 . Questions  regarding  consistency  with  the  TIDA  Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets  and 
Passes  will  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  City  Attorney’s  Office. 

4.  The  Summary  of  the  Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes  is  provided  along  with 
tickets  and/or  passes  to  recipients.  (Exhibit  B) 

5.  A list  of  names  of  all  City  or  TIDA  official,  employee  or  officer  who  receive  tickets  and/or 
passes  will  be  maintained  by  the  Project  Administrator  for  TIDA  records. 

6.  A list  of  names  of  all  persons  who  are  not  City  officials,  staff  and  TIDA  Board  members 
who  receive  tickets  and/or  passes  will  also  be  maintained  separately  by  the  Project 
Administrator  for  TIDA  records 

7.  The  Project  Administrator  downloads  Form  802  from  the  FPPC’s  website. 
http  ://www.fppc.ca.  gov/  forms/802 .pdf  Sample  Form  (Exhibit  C). 

8.  The  Project  Administrator  prepares  Form  802  and  Donor  Gift  Form  (Exhibit  D). 

9.  City  Attorney  reviews  completed  Form  802  and  Donor  Gift  Form. 

10.  The  Director  of  Island  Operations  signs  Form  802. 

1 1 . The  Project  Administrator  provides  the  approved  Form  802  to  the  Commission  Secretary 
for  posting  on  TIDA’s  website  within  20  days  after  the  date  of  the  ticket/passes 
distribution, 
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12.  The  Project  Administrator  ensures  the  Form  802  are  forwarded  to  FPPC  at 
form802@fppc.ca.  gov  within  45  days  after  the  ticket  distribution. 

13.  Hard  copies  of  the  completed  Form  802  and  Donor  Gift  Form  are  maintained  by  the  Project 
Administrator  for  TIDA  records  in  the  file  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes. 

14.  Forms  802  and  Donor  Gift  Forms  will  remain  on  TIDA’s  website  for  a period  of  four  (4) 
years  after  the  distribution  date. 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes  SOP 
Exhibits 

Exhibit  A:  Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes  and  Resolution 

Exhibit  B:  TIDA  Policy  for  Distribution  of  Tickets  and  Passes  Summary  of 
Rules  and  Regulations 

Exhibit  C:FPPC  Form  802 

Exhibit  D:Donor  Gift  Form 
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City  & county  of  San  francisco 


Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


reasure  Island  Development  Authority 
I One  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
www.sftreasureisland.org 


July  28,  201 4 

Ms.  Jennifer  Cha,  Center  Director 
Treasure  Island  Job  Corps  Center 
351  Avenue  H 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Dear  Ms. 

This  letter  i/to  inform  the  Treasure  Island  Job  Corps  Center  (TIJCC)  that  the  utility  rates 
charged  TiJCC  for  provision  of  utility  services  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC)  to  the  TIJCC  campus  on  Treasure  Island  (Tl)  will  be  revised, 
effective  October  1 , 201 4. 

As  you  are  aware,  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)  is  currently  party  to 
a Cooperative  Agreement  (CA)  with  the  United  States  Navy  (Navy)  under  which  TIDA  is 
responsible  for  assuring  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  existing  utility  infrastructure 
on  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands  (TI/YBI).  TIDA  is  also  authorized  by  this  CA  to  set 
and  adjust  utility  rates  charged  to  utility  customers  on  TI/YBI  in  consultation  with  the  SF 
PUC. 

The  utility  rates  currently  paid  by  TIJCC  were  set  in  2006  and  have  remained 
unchanged  since  2006.  As  is  the  case  with  most  utility  providers  in  California,  the  utility 
operation  and  maintenance  costs  and  the  cost  of  the  commodities  (water,  electricity, 
natural  gas)  have  increased  significantly  since  that  time.  • 

Utility  rate  increases  are  subject  to  approval  of  the  TIDA  Board  of  Directors,  and  staff 
anticipates  taking  the  proposed  rate  increases  for  on-lsland  federal  utility  users  (TIJCC 
and  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  to  the  TIDA  Board  of  Directors  for  approval  at  the 
Board’s  September  1 0,  201 4 meeting.  As  such,  we  would  like  to  schedule  a meeting 
with  TIJCC  to  discuss  the  planned  rate  increase  at  your  earliest  convenience.  Please 
contact  Kate  Austin  of  TIDA  staff  at  (415)  274-0646  to  schedule  this  meeting. 


Director  of  Island  Operations 


CC:  file 

Crispin  Hoilings,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 

Patricia  McFadden,  United  States  Navy  Caretaker  Site  Office -Treasure  Island 


City  & County  of  San  francisco 


Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


reasure  Island  Development  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
WWW.SFTREASUREISLAND.ORG 


July  28/2014 

United  States  Coast  Guard,  Sector  San  Francisco 
Attn:  Sector  Supply  Officer 
1 Yerba  Buena  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern:  A 

This  letter  is  to  inform  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  - Sector  San  Francisco  (USCG)  that 
the  utility  rates  charged  USCG  for  provision  of  utility  services  by  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  the  USCG  installation  on  Yerba  Buena  Island  (YBI)  will  be 
revised,  effective  October  1 , 201 4. 

As  you  are  aware,  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)  is  currently  party  to 
a Cooperative  Agreement  (CA)  with  the  United  States  Navy  (Navy)  under  which  TIDA  is 
responsible  for  assuring  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  existing  utility  infrastructure 
on  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands  (TI/YBI).  TIDA  is  also  authorized  by  this  CA  to  set 
and  adjust  utility  rates  charged  to  utility  customers  on  TI/YBI  in  consultation  with  the  SF 
PUC. 

The  utility  rates  currently  paid  by  USCG  were  set  in  2006  and  have  remained 
unchanged  since  2006.  As  is  the  case  with  most  utility  providers'  in  California,  the  utility 
operation  and  maintenance  costs  and  the  cost  of  the  commodities  (water,  electricity, 
natural  gas)  have  increased  significantly  since  that  time. 

Utility  rate  increases  are  subject  to  approval  of  the  TIDA  Board  of  Directors,  and  staff 
anticipates  taking  the  proposed  rate  increases  for  on-lsland  federal  utility  users  (USCG 
and  the  Treasure  Island  Job  Corps  Center)  to  the  TIDA  Board  of  Directors  for  approval  at 
the  Board’s  September  10,  2014  meeting.  As  such,  we  would  like  to  schedule  a 
meeting  with  the  USCG  to  discuss  the  planned  rate  increase  at  your  earliest 
convenience.  Please  contact  Kate  Austin  of  TIDA  staff  at  (41 5)  274-0646  to  schedule 
this  meeting. 

. 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


CC:  file 

Crispin  Hollings,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 

Patricia  McFadden,  United  States  Navy  Caretaker  Site  Office -Treasure  Island 
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Justin  Apostoli 
2262  Wild  Plains  Circle 
Rocklin,  CA  95765 
(916)  878-1479 


!j  / 


August  7,  2014 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Suite  241 
Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 


Dear  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority, 


I am  a San  Francisco  firefighter  and  would  like  to  learn  about  any  health  and  safety  concerns  that 
may  affect  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  (SFFD)  personnel  who  work  on  Treasure  Island. 

More  specifically,  I would  like  TIDA  to  provide  me  with  information  regarding  the  potential  or 
known  presence  of  any  hazards  present  on  Treasure  Island  that  may  have  adverse  health  effects 
for  SFFD  personnel  who  have  worked  at  the  original  Station  48  firehouse  (located  at  Building 
157,  849  Avenue  D,  San  Francisco,  94130)  and  at  the  current  Station  48  firehouse  (located  at  the 
SFFD  Treasure  Island  Training  Facility,  600  Avenue  M,  San  Francisco,  94130). 

Under  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  § 67.20,  et  seq,  (the  San  Francisco  Sunshine 
Ordinance),  I make  the  following  request  for  records ; 

I request  all  information  that  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)  has 
access  to  that  indicates  the  potential  or  known  presence  of  substances  or  conditions  that 
may  have  negative  health  consequences  to  those  who  work  and/or  live  on  Treasure 
Island.  This  request  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  information  that  indicates  a potential 
or  known  presence  of  mold,  asbestos,  toxins,  carcinogens,  contaminated  groundwater  and 
radiological  waste. 

This  request  includes  all  information  exchanged  between  TIDA  and  any  individual  or 
entity,  such  as  the  federal  government  (and  any  entity  thereof,  including  the  Navy  and  the 
EPA),  the  state  of  California  (and  any  entity  thereof,  including  Cal-OSHA),  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  (and  any  entity  thereof,  such  as  the  SFFD). 


> 


This  request  includes  all  information  contained  in  any  format  including,  but  not  limited 
to,  letters,  emails,  faxes,  test  results,  and  environmental  reports  exchanged  between  TIDA 
and  any  individual  or  entity. 


My  goal  is  to  review  the  information  that  TIDA  has  at  its  disposal  that  will  help  me  learn  more 
about  the  known  or  possible  hazards  confronting  SFFD  personnel  who  work  on  Treasure  Island. 
As  described  under  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  § 67.21(c),  your  assistance  will  be 
greatly  appreciated  in  identifying  the  existence,  form,  and  nature  of  any  other  records  not 
requested  above. 

Please  contact  me  when  the  above  information  is  ready  for  inspection  or  if  you  have  any 
questions  with  my  requests.  Thank  you  for  your  time. 


Sincere]  v. 


Justin  Apostoli 
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Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 


City  & County  of  San  francisco 


One  Avenue  of  the  Palms  ' 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
www.sftreasureisland.org 


Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


To: 


Mayor  Edwin  M.  Lee 


cc: 


Steve  Kawa,  Chief  of  Staff 
Naomi  Kelly,  City  Administrator 


From: 


Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operc 


Date: 


September  3, 2014 


Re: 


Treasure  Island  Informational  Update  - Fiscal  Year  201 3-201 4 


Year-End  Budget  Report 

TIDA  will  finish  FY1 3-1 4 with  an  estimated  budget  surplus  in  excess  of  $1  million  dollars. 
This  surplus  is  attributed  in  part  to  continued  growth  in  the  Island’s  commercial  leasing 
sector.  Activation  of  previously  off-line  facilities  for  leasing,  as  well  as  creative  re-use  of 
i on-island  lots  and  open  space,  has  driven  this  growth.  Several  new  self-storage 

operations  are  now  open  for  business  on  Treasure  Island,  as  are  new  tenants  in  the 
technology  and  beverage  industries. 

Investment  in  Community  Assets 

TIDA  executed  several  capital  projects  in  FY13-14  focused  on  improving  on-lsland 
community  facilities: 

- Renovation  of  Treasure  Island  Gymnasium,  including  fresh  paint  throughout, 
reconfiguration  of  recreational  spaces  to  better  serve  free  weights  and  cardio 
equipment  users,  creation  of  dedicated  space  for  the  Gymnasium's  after-school 
and  summer  programming  for  Island  youth  and  for  the  DPH  Nurse  Intervention 
Clinic. 

Improvements  to  the  Treasure  Island  Child  Development  Center,  including 
kitchen  cabinet  replacements,  installation  of  new  countertops,  painting  and 
installation  of  new  exterior  decking  and  fencing. 

- Renovation  of  the  ShspShape  Community  Center,  in  collaboration  with  Treasure 
Island  Job  Corps  construction  program,  including  new  flooring,  fresh  paint 
throughout  the  interior  and  exterior  of  the  facility,  restroom  upgrades  and 


installation  of  new  signage  for  the  front  of  the  facility. 
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- Improvements  to  Casa  de  la  Vista,  a popular  on-lsland  Special  Events  venue, 
including  bathroom  renovations,  installation  of  new  carpet  and  interior  paint, 
and  installation  of  additional  mirrors  throughout  the  main  event  space. 

- Capital  maintenance  to  TIDA’s  market-rate  residential  housing  units  by  John 
Stewart  Company  (JSCo),  TIDA’s  residential  property  manager,  intended  to 
assure  the  continued  viability  and  attractiveness  of  the  on-lsland  market  rate 
housing  portfolio.  JSCo.  executed  work  including  but  not  limited  to  exterior 
replacements  of  roofs,  windows,  sliding  glass  doors;  interior  replacements  of  new 
carpets,  kitchen  cabinets,  toilets,  tub  surrounds,  sinks;  and  replacement  of 
ranges,  refrigerators,  exhaust  fans,  heaters,  and  furnaces. 

Quality  of  Life 

TIDA  funded  a variety  of  community  programs  including  the  On-lsland  Nurse 
Intervention  Clinic,  the  Child  Development  Center,  after-school  and  summer 
programming  at  the  Treasure  Island  Gymnasium,  and  Island  youth  attendance  at 
Camp  Mendocino.  TIDA  also  supported  and  participated  in  on-lsland  Community 
events  including  National  Night  Out,  the  Island  Halloween  celebration  and  the  Island 
Back  to  School  Night,  and  funded  Golden  Gate  International  Exposition  75th  Anniversary 
events  including  the  Treasure  Island  Museum  Association's  monthly  Lecture  Series  and 
its  GGIE  Postcard  Exhibit. 

TIDA  funded  or  otherwise  supported  numerous  emergency  preparedness  and 
community  resiliency  programs  and  initiatives  including  an  assessment  of  the 
emergency  response  plan  documents  of  on-lsland  housing  property  managers,  the 
Urban  Community  and  Leadership  Workshop  Series  in  collaboration  with  San  Francisco 
SAFE,  and  an  on-lsland  SF  NERT  certification  course.  Additionally,  TIDA  enacted  several 
public  safety  improvements  on-lsland  including  increased  traffic-calming  measures  in 
the  residential  area,  providing  a secondary  on-lsland  security  patrol,  and  facilitating 
SFPUC  maintenance  and  repairs  meant  to  assure  increased  reliability  of  the  on-lsland 
utility  infrastructure. 

Special  Events 


Treasure  Island  once  again  hosted  numerous  Special  Events  throughout  the  year, 
including  concerts,  sports  and  recreation,  corporate  events  and  more.  This  years 
highlights  included  signature  events  as  well  as  new  events  (bold  denotes  new): 


7th  annual  Treasure  Island  Music  Festival 

8th  annual  San  Francisco  International  Dragon 
Boat  Festival 

6th  annual  Oracle  OpenWorld  Customer 
Appreciation  Event 

Monthly  Treasure  Island  Flea 

5th  Annual  Sunseekers  Music  Picnic 

Make-a-Wish  “Wine  and  Wishes"  event 

Grand  Dynamics  Ultimate  Towner  obstacle 
course  event 

Square  Corporation  Event 

Omies  Yoga  Festival 

LaLanne  Fitness  CrossFit  Event 

City  & County  of  San  francisco 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
WWW.SFTREASUREISLAND.ORG 


Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


To:  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  of  Directors 

From:  Mirim  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operations 

Date:  September  5,  2014 

Re:  Treasure/Yerba  Buena  Islands  Water  Conservation  Update 


The  State  of  California  is  currently  facing  a severe  drought.  In  January,  2014  Governor 
Brown  issued  a drought  State  of  Emergency.  Most  recently,  in  August  2014,  the  State 
imposed  new  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor  water  use,  including  a prohibition  on  using 
water  for  general  cleaning  of  sidewalks  and  driveways,  requiring  that  outdoor  watering 
eliminate  runoff  onto  sidewalks  or  streets,  and  a requirement  that  all  hoses  in  use  be 
equipped  with  an  automatic  shut-off  nozzle,  and 

Over  the  past  several  months,  the  SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SF  PUC)  has  engaged 
the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)  in  the  planning  and  implementation  of 
operational  adjustments,  along  with  an  Island-wide  education  campaign,  to  assure 
adherence  to,  and  support  of,  water  conservation  requirements  imposed  on  San  Francisco 
residents  and  water  customers  by  the  State,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City), 
and  the  SF  PUC. 

This  memo  serves  to  capture  water  conservation  efforts  undertaken  to-date  on  Treasure 
and  Yerba  Buena  Islands,  with  the  acknowledgment  that  refinements  to  on-lsland  water 
conservation  efforts  are  ongoing,  and  that  consideration  of  water  conservation  should 
always  be  top-of-mind  during  the  current  drought  conditions. 

I.  T8DA  Departmental  Water  Conservation 

In  February,  2014  Mayor  Lee  issued  Mayoral  Directive  14-01  “Water  Conservation  - 
City  Departments”,  requiring  specific  actions  by  all  City  departments  related  to 
consumption,  efficiency  and  education.  TIDA  departmental  actions  completed  or 
currently  ongoing,  specific  to  Directive  14-01,  are  listed  below. 

Further  reduce  water  consumption  by  10  percent: 

Departmental  water  consumption  at  the  TIDA  office  Is  light  due  to  the  small  size 
of  TIDA  staff,  and  limited  to  drinking  water,  restroom  purposes,  and  light  dish 


washing.  Water  conservation  materials  have  been  installed  over  all  fixtures 
within  the  TIDA  office  and  distributed  to  TIDA  staff. 

Develop  a Water  Conservation  Plan: 

All  departments  were  required  to  develop  and  submit  to  SFPUC,  by  August  1 , 
2014,  a water  conservation  plan  to  include  the  below  elements: 

® A Departmental  contact  for  water  conservation  efforts; 

• An  inventory  of  all  departmental  plumbing  fixtures  and  their  flow  rates, 
including  toilets,  urinals,  faucets  and  showerheads; 

® Timeline  for  retrofitting  inefficient  plumbing  fixtures  with  high-efficiency 
models;  and 

® A list  of  best  management  practices  that  departments  will  implement  to 
achieve  water-efficient  operations  and  maintenance  of  parks,  medians 
and  other  irrigated  landscapes. 

A copy  of  the  TIDA  Departmental  Plan  submitted  to  SF  PUC  is  attached  as 
Exhibit  A. 

Conduct  Departmental  Fixture  Assessments: 

In  July,  SF  Department  of  Public  Works  (SFDPW)  conducted  a fixture 
assessment  within  the  TIDA  Office  and  Administration  Building  first  and  second 
floor  public  areas.  TIDA  staff  is  formulating  an  initial  schedule  for  FY14-15 
replacement  of  inefficient  fixtures  identified  in  the  assessment. 


Educate  staff  and  visitors  on  water  conservation  practices: 

Water  conservation  materials  have  been  installed  over  all  fixtures  within  the  TIDA 
office  and  distributed  to  TIDA  staff.  Water  conservation  signage  is  installed  in  the 
TIDA  office,  as  well  as  at  a majority  of  on-lsland  public-use  and  community 
serving  facilities. 

TIDA  and  SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  on-lsland  community  outreach  and 
engagement  is  further  discussed  in  Section  II,  below. 

Pursue  non-potable  water  sources  for  street  cleaning: 

SFDPW  conducts  regular  streetsweeper  service  on  Treasure  Island  consistent 
with  its  Citywide  operational  directives  and  initiatives. 

Develop  alternative  sources  of  water  supply: 

TIDA  works  regularly  with  SFPUC  on  implementation  of  SFPUC  Citywide 
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initiatives,  and  is  supportive  of  considering  additional  sources  of  water  delivery  to 
TI/YBI. 


II.  On-Island  Irrigation  Adjustments 

Over  the  spring  and  summer  months,  Rubicon  Landscaping  (Rubicon)  proactively 
reduced  on-lsland  irrigation  and  landscaping  water  use,  and  continues  to  implement 
further  efficiencies  to  its  on-lsland  landscape  maintenance  activities,  as  captured  below: 

Island-wide: 

• Prompt  identification  and  repair  of  irrigation  leaks; 

® Education  of  staff  about  water  conservation  requirements  and  best 
practices; 

® Reduction  in  frequency  of  watering  of  all  parcels  Island  wide; 

e Installation  of  manual  timers  on  all  “hand  move”  locations  (i.e.  manual 
sprinklers)  to  better  control  duration  of  watering  at  any  given  location. 

Residential  Areas: 

e Irrigation  only  along  the  front  of  residential  buildings,  not  side  and 
backyard  common  areas. 

® Reduction  in  frequency  of  Residential  Area  irrigation  to  one  day  per  week. 

® Receiving  and  responding  to  community  comments  on  observed  over- 
watering 

Commercial  Areas: 

© Reduction  in  frequency  of  irrigation  to  Avenue  of  Palms,  California  Ave, 
and  Events  District  to  two  days  per  week. 

© Reduction  in  frequency  of  irrigation  to  remaining  Treasure  Island  parcels 
and  common  areas  to  one  day  per  week. 

Future  considerations: 

© Installation  of  drought-tolerant  plantings  around  heavily  landscaped 
buildings  such  as  Old  Brig  building,  Treasure  Island  Gymnasium  and  the 
Fire  Training  Facility. 


III.  Community  Outreach  and  Residential  Conservation: 
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TIDA,  the  SFPUC  and  on-lsland  Stakeholders,  including  John  Stewart  Company  and 
the  TIHDI  Member  housing  agencies,  continue  to  collaboratively  conduct  repairs  and 
enact  water-saving  operational  efficiencies.  The  residential  property  managers  and 
community-serving  organizations  serve  as  an  important  conduit  to  the  Island 
residential  community  for  promoting  and  reinforcing  water-conserving  practices  and 
personal  habits. 

On-lsland  Education  and  Outreach: 

® SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  presented  water 

conservation  techniques  and  best  practices  to  the  on-lsland  Residential 
Property  Managers  on  March  20,  2014. 

• SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  presented  background  on 
the  drought  conditions  as  well  as  at-home  water  conservation  techniques 
and  best  practices  to  the  Island  community  at  the  April  16th , 2014 
Treasure/Yerba  Buena  Islands  Community  Meeting. 

• SFPUC  water  conservation  literature  distributed  to  all  on-lsland 
households  over  the  summer  by  residential  property  managers. 

® SFPUC  water  conservation  signage  installed  in  restrooms  and  above 
fixtures  at  on-lsland  public  buildings,  businesses  and  community-serving 
facilities: 

o Public  Buildings:  Administration  Building,  Treasure  Island 

Gymnasium,  ShipShape  Community  Center,  Child  Development 
Center. 

o Special  Event  Venues:  Administration  Building  Lobby,  Casa  de  la 
Vista,  Treasure  Island  Chapel,  The  Winery  SF,  Pavilion  by  the  Bay, 
Treasure  Island  Event  Venue,  The  Vista,  The  Beach  House. 

o Community  Serving  Facilities:  Treasure  Island  Bar  and  Grill,  Oasis 
Cafe,  on-lsland  car  wash  station. 

o TIDA  staff  continues  working  with  commercial  tenants  to  install 
signage  in  additional  on-lsland  commercial  tenant  leaseholds. 


Residential  Fixture  Assessments: 
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e SFPUC  conducted  Fixture  Assessments  in  a representative  sample  of 
Treasure  Island  Villages  units  in  August,  2014  to  assist  John  Stewart 
Company  identify  efficiencies  and  any  necessary  fixture  upgrades  within  the 
Villages  portfolio. 

» SFPUC  and  TIDA  are  currently  engaged  with  TIHDI  Member  housing 
agency  property  managers  to  schedule  similar  Fixture  Assessments  of  a 
representative  sample  of  TIHDI  Member  housing  agency  residential 
properties  in  September  2014. 

® TIDA  and  SFPUC  continue  to  reinforce  the  importance  of  prompt 
identification,  reporting  and  repair  of  in-unit  leaky  fixtures  such  as  sinks  and 
toilets  to  Residential  Property  Managers,  residents  and  Commercial  Tenants. 

IV.  Additional  On-Island  Operational  Adjustments 

® TIDA  directed  SF  Department  of  Public  Works,  Toolworks  janitorial  service 
and  all  residential  property  managers  to  undertake  inspection  of  hose-bibs 
and  faucets  used  in  their  on-lsland  operations,  including  those  attached  to 
the  exteriors  of  residential  buildings,  and  assure  compliance  with  the 
State’s  automatic  shut-off  nozzle  requirements  imposed  August,  2014. 

© Automatic  shut-off  nozzle  installed  on  hose  at  on-lsland  Residential  Car 
Wash  Station. 

© Island  residents  working  proactively  to  assist  Rubicon  and  TIDA  in 
identifying  additional  potential  efficiencies  in  landscape  irrigation, 
particularly  in  the  Treasure  Island  residential  area. 
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Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

Water  Conservation  Plan 


Prepared  for:  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Date: 

July  30, 2014 
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Mayor's  Executive  Directive 

On  January  31,  2014,  following  one  of  the  driest  winters  in  recorded  California  history,  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  asked  all  customers  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Regional  Water  System  to 
voluntarily  curtail  water  consumption  by  at  least  10%.  On  February  7,  2014,  Mayor  Lee  issued  Executive 
Directive  14-01  directing  all  City  Departments  to: 

• Reduce  consumption  by  10  percent  (based  on  a FY  12-13  baseline). 

• Develop  a Water  Conservation  Plan,  including: 

o A department  contact  for  water  conservation  efforts. 

o An  inventory  of  all  department  plumbing  fixtures  and  their  flow  rates,  including  toilets, 
urinals,  faucets,  and  showerheads. 

o A timeline  for  retrofitting  inefficient  plumbing  fixtures  with  high-efficiency  models, 
o A list  of  best  management  practices  that  departments  will  implement  to  achieve  water- 
efficient  operations  and  maintenance  of  parks,  medians  and  other  irrigated  landscapes. 

• Educate  staff  and  visitors  on  water  conservation  practices. 

• Explore  the  use  of  non-potable  water  for  street  cleaning. 

• Work  with  the  SFPUC  to  develop  alternative  sources  of  water  supply. 

The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  understands  the  need  to  be  a leader  in  reducing  water  use 
across  its  facilities  and  within  this  Water  Conservation  Plan  will  outline  the  steps  necessary  to  achieve  a 
10%  reduction  in  water  use. 

Water  Conservation  Contact 

The  TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  has  identified  a Water  Conservation  Contact  for 
implementing  and  tracking  water  savings  measures: 

• Contact  Name:  Peter  Summerville 

• Title:  Special  Projects  Manager 

• Email:  Peter.Summerville@sfgov.org 

• Telephone:  415-274-0665 

• Summary  of  water  conservation  duties:  Work  with  TIDA  Commercial  Leasing  and  Special  Events 
divisions,  on-lsland  landscaping  contractor  and  on-lsland  residential  property  managers  to  enact 
water  conservation  and  water  reduction  strategies  on  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Island. 

Department  Directives 

In  response  to  the  Mayor's  Executive  Directive,  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  issued  an 
immediate  notice  to  all  of  its  employees  to  be  mindful  of  water  use  in  the  workplace.  Additional 
directives  were  issued  related  to  water  uses,  including: 

® To  on-lsland  landscape  maintenance  contractor  Rubicon  Enterprises  to  modify  regular  on-lsland 
watering  schedule  to  reduce  on-lsland  water  use. 


To  on-lsland  residential  property  management  agencies  to  engage  SF  PUC  and  conduct  fixture 
assessments  in  a sampling  of  on-lsland  residential  units. 

To  on-lsland  residential  property  management  agencies  to  identify  and  immediately  repair  any 
leaks  at  their  residential  properties. 


* To  all  public-serving  facilities  and  on-lsland  Special  Event  Venues  to  install  SFPUC  Water 
Conservation  stickers  above  all  kitchen,  bathroom  and  utility  sinks  at  these  facilities. 

Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  is  currently  in  an  interim  reuse  period  ahead  of  implementation  of 
a planned  Master  Development  upon  property  transfer  of  TI/YBI  from  the  Navy  to  the  City. 
Implementation  of  over-arching  improvements  to  Island-wide  utility  infrastructure  will  take  place  as  part 
of  this  Master  Development.  As  a result,  improvements  and  efficiencies  achievable  Island-wide  are 
limited  during  the  current  interim  reuse  period. 


Summary  of  Department  Facilities 

The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  office  is  located  in  a suite  within  a multi-tenant  commercial 
building,  the  Treasure  Island  Administration  Building,  on  Treasure  Island.  The  TIDA  office  is  not  on  an 
individual  water  meter. 


Type/Name  of  Facility 

Number  of  Employees  1 

TIDA  Office 

8 1 

Fixture  Inventory  and  Results 

SFPUC  signage  and  "Turn  Me  Off"  stickers  have  been  placed  above  all  fixtures  in  the  TIDA  Office  suite  as 
well  as  all  public  restrooms  in  the  Treasure  Island  Administration  Building.  The  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works  Plumbing  Shop  conducted  a full  assessment  of  the  Administration  Building 
first  and  second  floor  on  July  30,  2014. 


Based  on  the  Department  of  Public  Works  fixture  assessment,  the  following  table  is  a summary  of 
efficient  and  inefficient  plumbing  fixtures  on  the  first  and  second  floor  of  the  Treasure  Island 
Administration  Building,  including  the  TIDA  Office: 


Tl  Administration  Building 

Total  Inefficient  Fixtures 

Total  Efficient  Fixtures 

Tank  Toilets 

0 

0 

Flushometer  Toilets 

31 

0 

Urinals 

13 

2 

Showerheads 

2 

0 

Faucets/ Faucet  Aerators 

30 

0 

Other  (i.e.  laundry,  cooling  tower, 
restaurant  or  medical  equipment) 

n/a 

n/a 

Proposed  Plan  for  Fixture  Improvements 

Upon  review  of  the  results  of  the  SF  Department  of  Public  Works  fixture  inventory  conducted  July  30, 
2014,  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  will  identify  opportunities  to  reduce  water  use  by 
increasing  the  efficiency  plumbing  fixtures  within  the  TIDA  office  suite.  TIDA  will  enact  replacement  of 
any  inefficient  fixtures  in  Fiscal  Year  2014-2015. 

Replacing  old,  inefficient  plumbing  fixtures  will  not  only  reduce  water  use  in  accordance  with  the 
Executive  Directive,  but  it  will  also  help  TIDA  comply  with  the  Water  Conservation  Requirements  of 
Chapter  7 of  the  Environment  Code. 


Landscape  Best  Practices 

The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  maintains  landscape  and  irrigation  throughout  Treasure  and 
Yerba  Buena  Island,  a total  area  of  over  400  acres,  through  an  annual  Professional  Services  Agreement 
with  Rubicon  Enterprises. 

Following  the  Mayor's  Executive  Directive,  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and  Rubicon 
Enterprises  implemented  the  following  landscape  best  management  practices  to  reduce  irrigation 
water  use  throughout  Treasure  Island: 

• Inspected  all  irrigation  systems  for  leaks  and  made  immediate  repairs. 

• Landscape  Best  Practices  in  Residential  Areas: 

o Rubicon  Enterprises  now  only  irrigating  along  the  front  of  the  residential  units;  cease 
hand  watering  behind  or  to  the  sides  of  homes; 

o Rubicon  Enterprises  reduced  irrigation  schedule  to  one  (1)  day  per  week; 

• Landscape  Best  Practices  in  Commercial  Areas: 

o Rubicon  Landscaping  has  reduced  watering  and  irrigation  on  Great  Lawn,  California 
Avenue  and  Treasure  Island  Event  District  to  two  (2)  days  per  week; 

o Rubicon  Landscaping  has  reduced  regular  watering  and  irrigation  schedule  for 
remainder  of  Treasure  Island  to  one  (1)  day  per  week. 

» Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  has  also  directed  Rubicon  Enterprises  to: 

o Formulate  alternatives  for  potentially  replacing  unused  turf  and  median  landscaping  on- 
Island  with  climate-appropriate  and  drought-tolerant  plantings; 

o Formulate  estimates  for  replacement  of  inefficient  irrigation  systems  serving  public 
facilities  on  Treasure  Island  including  the  area  surrounding  the  Treasure  Island 
Gymnasium. 


Appendix  A:  Water  Conservation  Requirements  of  Chapter  7 of  the 
Environment  Code 


In  2011,  Chapter  7 of  the  Environment  Code  was  amended  to  update  the  green  building  requirements 
for  the  design,  construction  and  operation  of  City  buildings.  Chapter  7,  Section  709  requires  that  on  or 
before  January  1,  2017,  the  department  responsible  for  any  City-owned  facility's  operation  and 
maintenance  shall  take  all  steps  necessary  to  bring  the  facility  into  compliance  with  the  following  water 
conservation  requirements: 

SEC.  709.  WATER  CONSERVATION  RETROFIT  REQUIREMENTS. 

(a)  On  or  before  January  1,  2017,  the  department  responsible  for  any  City-owned  facility's  operation 
and  maintenance  shall  take  all  steps  necessary  to  bring  the  facility  into  compliance  with  this  Section. 

(b)  The  department  shall  use  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  ("SFPUC")  guidelines  to 
determine  which  of  the  following  provisions  applies. 

(c)  Water  Conservation  Requirements  for  Water  Closets  (Toilets)  and  Urinals. 

(1)  This  subsection  applies  to  all  City-owned  facilities. 

(2)  City  leaseholds  are  subject  to  the  all  the  requirements  of  the  Commercial  Water  Conservation 
Ordinance  of  Chapter  13A  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code,  including  provisions  requiring  the 
replacement  of  non-compliant  water  closets  and  urinals  on  or  before  January  1,  2017. 

(3)  The  responsible  department  shall  ensure  that  all  water  closets  in  City-owned  facilities  with  a 
rated  flush  volume  exceeding  1.6  gallons  per  flush  and  all  urinals  with  a rated  flush  volume  exceeding 
1.0  gallon  per  flush  are  replaced  with  high-efficiency  water  closets  that  use  no  more  than  1.28  gallons 
per  flush  and  high-efficiency  urinals  that  use  no  more  than  0.5  gallons  per  flush,  respectively. 

(4)  The  responsible  department  shall  replace  the  bowl  and  flushometer  valve  together  in  all  City- 
owned  facilities  to  meet  high-efficiency  standards  for  flushometer  type  water  closets  and  urinals.  The 
department  shall  replace  the  bowl  and  tank  together  to  meet  high-efficiency  standards  for  tank  type 
water  closets. 

(5)  The  department  shall  be  responsible  for  the  costs  of  compliance  and  for  ensuring  that  all 
applicable  contract  documents  for  the  replacement  of  water  closets  and  urinals  contain  the  above 
requirement. 

(6)  Installation  of  water  closets  and  urinals: 

(A)  City  departments  purchasing  water  closets  and  urinals  may  only  purchase  high-efficiency 
water  closets  and  urinals  listed  by  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC. 

(B)  City  departments  shall  confer  with  the  General  Manger  and  incorporate  technical  assistance 
and  water  conservation  audit  findings  in  project  plans. 

(7)  City  departments  shall  comply  with  inspection  findings  determined  to  be  necessary  by  the 
General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  ensure  that  all  fixtures  have  been  properly  installed  for  buildings 
subject  to  the  requirements  in  subsection  (c)(3)  where  four  or  more  high-efficiency  water  closets  or 
urinals  are  replaced. 

(8)  Should  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  determine  that  water  closets  and  urinals  that  are 
more  water-efficient  than  those  specified  in  the  foregoing  sections  exist.  City  departments  shall  install 
fixtures  identified  on  a SFPUC  list  of  other  water-efficient  water  closets  and  urinals  that  City 
departments  may  use  pursuant  to  Section  703(b). 

(d)  Water  Conservation  Requirements  for  Shower  Heads. 

(1)  This  subsection  applies  to  all  City-owned  facilities. 


(2)  City  leaseholds  are  subject  to  the  Commercial  Water  Conservation  Ordinance  of  Chapter  13A  of 
the  San  Francisco  Building  Code,  including  provisions  requiring  the  replacement  of  non-compliant 
showerheads  on  or  before  January  1,  2017. 

(3)  The  department  responsible  for  any  City-owned  facility's  operation  and  maintenance  shall  take 
all  necessary  steps  to  ensure  that  all  showerheads  in  the  facility  having  a maximum  flow  rate  exceeding 
2.5  gallons  per  minute  are  replaced  with  shower  heads  having  a maximum  flow  rate,  not  to  exceed  1.5 
gallons  per  minute. 

(4)  The  department  shall  be  responsible  for  the  costs  of  compliance  and  for  ensuring  that  all 
applicable  contract  documents  for  the  replacement  of  showerheads  contain  the  above  requirement. 

(5)  Should  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  determine  that  shower  heads  that  are  more  water 
efficient  than  those  specified  in  the  foregoing  section  exist,  City  departments  shall  install  fixtures 
identified  on  a San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  list  of  other  water-efficient  shower  heads  that 
City  departments  may  use  pursuant  to  Section  703(b). 

(e)  Water  Conservation  Requirements  for  Faucets  and  Faucet  Aerators. 

(1)  This  subsection  applies  to  all  City-owned  facilities. 

(2)  City  leaseholds  are  subject  to  requirements  of  the  Commercial  Water  Conservation  Ordinance  of 
Chapter  13A  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code,  including  provisions  requiring  the  replacement  of  non- 
compliant  faucets  and  faucet  aerators  on  or  before  January  1,  2017. 

(3)  The  department  responsible  for  any  City-owned  facility's  operation  and  maintenance  shall  take 
all  necessary  steps  to  ensure  that  all  faucets  and  faucet  aerators  in  the  facility  with  a maximum  flow  rate 
exceeding  2.2  gallons  per  minute  are  replaced  with  fixtures  having  a maximum  flow  rate  not  to  exceed 
0.5  gallons  per  minute  per  appropriate  site  conditions. 

(4)  The  department  shall  be  responsible  for  the  costs  of  compliance  and  for  ensuring  that  all 
applicable  contract  documents  for  the  replacement  of  faucet  or  faucet  aerators  containing  the  above 
requirement. 

(5)  Should  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  determine  that  faucet  aerators  that  are  more  water 
efficient  than  those  specified  in  the  foregoing  section  exist.  City  departments  shall  install  fixtures 
identified  on  a SFPUC  list  of  other  water-efficient  faucets  or  faucet  aerators  that  City  departments  may 
use  pursuant  to  Section  703(b). 

For  the  complete  requirements  of  Chapter  7 of  the  Environment  Code,  please  see 

http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gatewav.dll/California/environment/chapter7resourceefficiencvrequirem 

ents?f=templates$fn=defauit.htm$3.0 


Appendix  B:  Plumbing  Fixture  Inventory  Tracking  Sheet 


Treasure  Island  Administration  Building 


O 


rORV  TRACKING  SHEET 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

BASE  REALIGNMENT  AND  CLOSURE 
PROGRAM  MANAGEMENT  OFFICE  WEST 
1455  FRAZEE  ROAD,  SUITE  800 
SAN  DIEGO,  CA  92108-4310 

5090 

Ser  BPMOW. jmh/0489 
July  11,  2014 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Suite  241 
Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco;,  GA  94130 

Dear  Mr.  Beck: 

The  Navy  has  completed  the  radiological  survey  of  the  interior 
ground  floor  of  the  residence  at  1303-F  on  June  30,  20.14 . 

Highly  trained  staff  utilized  very  sensitive  radiation 
detection  equipment  during  the  survey.  The  survey  was  conducted 
with  oversight  by  the  California  Department  of  Public  Health 
(CDPH)  . 

Radiation  levels,  above  background,  were  detected  at  this 
residence.  The  elevated  level  was  located  centerline  in  the 
doorway  between  the  entry  hallway  and  kitchen.  The  detected  level, 
is  5.2  uR/h  above,  background.  This  equates  to  an  expected  annual 
dose  of  no  more  than  5.5  mrem  per  year,  which  is  not  a health 
concern.  The  results  of  this  survey  will  be  included  in  a Survey 
Completion  Report.  This  report  will  be  made  available  to  the 
public  and  is  scheduled  for  release  in  the  latter  part  of  2014 . 

Future  access  to  this  residence  is  required  to  conduct 
additional  investigations.  Thus,  the  Navy  requests  this  residence 
remain  unoccupied.  The  specific  schedule  for  this  investigation 
will  be  provided  to  you  when  developed.  More  information  can  be 
obtained  by  contacting  Keith  Forman,  BRAC  Environmental 
Coordinator,  at  (619)  532-0913.  CDPH  can  also  foe  contacted,  via 
email  at  treasureislandquest ions@cdph . ca . gov . Thank  you  for  your 


Robert  Beck 
Director 


8/20/2014 
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Elevated  Survey  Results  June  30, 2014 


SZ 

CD 

C 

jz 

JZ 

Q 

E 

© 

5r 

s_ 

-b 

L. 

3 

JZ 

E 

00 

S' 

i_ 

CX5 

in 

00 

(D 

JZ 

in 

In 

o 

04 

JZ 

c 

o 

>» 

A3 

c 

0) 

JZ 

u 

B 

s 

3 

ro 

o 

c 

J3 

UD 

D 

3 

ro 

X 

U3 

JS 

r\i 

T 1 

c 

o 

u 

no 

■3 

u 

© 

y 

4-J 

A3 

<z 

o 

ij 

c 

3 

CD 

CD 

O 

c 

JZ 

i„ 

CD 

8 

T3 

T3 

'sT 

H 

o 

o 

Q 

«T5 

CD 

A3 

<u 

od 

U 

aj 

DQ 

a 

(U\ 

Q 


I I I I 


BRAC  Program  Management  Office 


Elevated  Survey  Results  July  30, 2014 


E 

v 

L. 

E 

rs 


£ 


O 


tj 

JS 


rsi 

t-H 

8 

ro 

4— > 

C 

"D 

ro 

O 

c 

=J 

cri 

cn 

o 

c 

c 

s_ 

.s* 

ID 

ID 

ro 

ro 

u 

CD 

CD 

ro 

cL 

cL 

OQ 

l l I l 


’ 


0 

E 

CD 

Q 

01 


c 

o 

4-J 

03 

> 

03 

U 

X 

CD 

T3 

£Z 

03 

c 

o 

4-> 

03 

cn 

to 

03 

> 

c 


4-J  L0 

i_  CD 

a = 

5* 

o E 

4-> 

03  <0 

O CD 
4->  JZ 

"8^ 

o 

g CD 

E c 

CD  (D 
*-  JD 

? — 

S 8 

_■§ 

to 

CO  C 

?E 
=5  JS 
3 § 

CD  U 


CD 


g 

o 

fo 

_£=  co 

+-»  rsi 

o ^ 
^ c3 

Q ^ 

§ ro 

S fNl 

CO  ^ 

CD  J2 

s s 

ro  ' 
CD  T_1 

T— i 

< rsj 

Q ^ 

5 oT 

CO  o 
^ rsj 
CD  rH 

‘cn  r^s 

o 

r\i 


1/3 

CD 


cr> 

tH 

ro 


CO 

c 

T3 

S 

ro 

u 

o 

to 

cn 


o 

CD 


0> 


to 

cn 

c 


Z3 

JD 


<D 

1 | 

§ S 

(D  U 

i_  __ 

to  ~ 

a 5 

to  X3 

-Q  (^3 
to 

ro  m' 

0 (N 

03  t — I 

CD  1-1 
“O  03 
C C 

3 

1 E 

03  *“ 
c tH 


ZS  tO 
13  303 

— 03  tH 

C T3 
O C 
C 

ro  03 


o 

E 

CD 

TD 

O 


03 

CD 

CD 


CM  ^ 
a3  ■§ 
« £ 

SI 

™ < 

X I 


CD 


VL/ 

CO 


Z3 

"O 


CO 

c 


,<K  3 

CD 


O 

*-  E 

“O  O 
JD  U 


CD 


CD  ;g 

U i5 

to  CO 
to 

c 

o 


CD 


< 

Q 

1 ^ 
8 * 
gls 

E -m 
rj  CO 


o 

CD 


>- 

c 

03 

03 
C 

1* 
C "O 
CD  ~ 
*-  ZJ 
TD 

£ vo^ 
03  LO 

, 9 


to 

03 


CD 


03 

.E  43 

3 a3 

§1 

X =3 

CD  4-> 

« S 

43  ^ 

= CD 

. — i_ 

<:  Q- 

>-  ^ 

> -o 

^ 03 
CD  £ 
£ -m 
^ 03 
LT3  £ 

0 c 

CN  .9 

w 4-> 

>-  ro 
ro  .E 

1 E 
ro  3 

>-3  C 

c o 

^ u 


BRAC  Program  Management  Office 


SWDA  Bigelow  Field  Work  Status 
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SWOA  Bigelow  Court  Cleanup  Areas 
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SWDA  Bigelow  Court  - Excavation  Map 
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SWDA  Bigelow  Court  Object  Removal 
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SWDA  Bigelow  Court  Excavation 
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BRAC  Program  Management  Office 


Notification  of  Asbestos  Removal  and 
Building  Demolition 

August  1, 2014 


Department  of  Toxic 
Substances  Control 


On  Monday,  August  11,  2014,  the  Navy’s  contractor  CB&I  will  begin  removing  asbestos  materials 
from  Buildings  1119,  1125,  and  1319.  Following  asbestos  removal,  Buildings  1119, 1125,  and  1319 
will  be  demolished.  This  notice  provides  additional  information  about  the  planned  work  and  who 
you  can  contactfor  more  information. 

Buildings  1119,  1125,  and  1319  are  located  along  Westside  Drive  and  Lester  Court,  west  of  Gateview 
Avenue.  The  buildings  are  currently  within  a fenced  area  and  will  remain  fenced  off  during  all  work. 


What  to  Expect? 

During  asbestos  removal  nearby  residents  may  .see  plastic  sheeting  installed  on  doors  and  windows,  set 
up  of  air  exchanging  machines,  workers  in  Tyvek  suits,  workers  on  the  roof,  and  roll-off  trash  bins. 

During  demolition  work  nearby  residents  will  see  large  scale  demolition  equipment,  water  trucks,  dump 
trucks,  and  additional  truck  traffic  entering  and  exiting  the  fenced  area. 

These  measures  are  intended  to  prevent  the  release  of  any  asbestos  containing  materials.  Air 
monitoring  will  be  performed  continuously  throughout  the  removal  activity.  No  road  closures  are 
anticipated.  Construction  trucks  will  be  marked  and  covered  during  transport  activities. 

Schedule 

® Asbestos  removal  is  scheduled  to  start  on  August  1 1 and  continue  through  September  5. 

® Building  Demolition  is  scheduled  to  start  on  September  2 and  continue  through 
September  26. 

® Work  hours  are  from  7:30  a.m.  to  3:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 


Project  Background 


These  buildings  are  being  removed  to  allow  for  the  excavation  of  contaminated  soils  beneath  the 
structures.  Pre-demolition  surveys  of  the  buildings  have  not  returned  any  elevated  radiological 
measurements.  Following  asbestos  removal,  the  Navy  is  demolishing  these  unoccupied  buildings. 
Then,  in  January  2015,  the  Navy  will  be  excavating  and  removing  any  contamination  that  may  be  present 
under  these  buildhgs. 


For  More  Information 

• Contact  the  following  Navy  representative  or  California  Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control 
(DTSC)  representative  with  project-related  questions  or  concerns: 


Keith  Forman 
Navy  BRAC  PMO 
1455  Frazee  Road,  Ste  900 
San  Diego,  CA  92108 
(619)532-0913 
keith.s.forman@navv.mil 


Remedies  Sunga 
DTSC 

700  Heinz  Avenue,  Suite  200 
Berkeley,  CA  94710 
(510)540-3840 
remedios.sunaa@dtsc.ca.gov 


• Attend  the  Navy’s  Restoration  Advisory  Board  (RAB)  Meetings.  Updates  on  basewide  environmental 
investigations  and  activities  are  presented  at  the  meetings.  The  next  RAB  meeting  is  scheduled  for 
7:00  p.m.  on  Tuesday,  August  19,  2014  at  the  Casa  de  la  Vista  on  Avenue  of  the  Palms. 

• Visit  the  Navy’s  web  site,  which  contains  historical  and  current  information,  including  information  on 
becoming  a RAB  member.  It  can  be  viewed  at  www.bracpmo.naw.mil 

• Visit  DTSC  web  site  at  https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.aov/pubfic/.  Enter  “San  Francisco’’ "as  the 
City,  scroll  down  and  select  “Navdl  Station  Treasure  Island/Site  12  Old  Bunker  Area,”  and  click  on  the 
link  “Activities”  to  view  documents. 

• Several  reports  have  been  prepared  to  document  the  investigation  and  cleanup  decision  making 
about  these  projects,  all  reviewed  by  the  regulatory  agencies  and  made  available  for  public  review. 
See  the  information  repositories,  listed  below,  for  access  to  the  documents. 

Information  Repositories 


Navy  BRAC  Caretaker  Support  Office 

1 Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Room  161 
Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  CA  94130 


AND 


San  Francisco  Public  Library 

Government  Publications  Section 
100  Larkin  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
(415)  557-4400 


Notification  of  Asbestos  Removal  and 
Building  Demolition 

August  1,  2014 

NA'SC 


Department  of  Toxic 
Substances  Control 


On  Monday,  August  11,  2014,  the  Navy’s  contractor  CB&I  will  begin  removing  asbestos  materials 
from  Buildings  1119,  1125,  and  1319.  Following  asbestos  removal,  Buildings  1119, 1125,  and  1319 
will  be  demolished.  This  notice  provides  additional  information  about  the  planned  work  and  who 
you  can  contactfor  more  information. 

Buildings  1119,  1125,  and  1319  are  located  along  Westside  Drive  and  Lester  Court,  west  of  Gateview 
Avenue.  The  buildings  are  currently  within  a fenced  area  and  will  remain  fenced  off  during  all  work. 


What  to  Expect? 

During  asbestos  removal  nearby  residents  may  see  plastic  sheeting  installed  on  doors  and  windows,  set 
up  of  air  exchanging  machines,  workers  in  Tyvek  suits,  workers  on  the  roof,  and  roll-off  trash  bins. 

During  demolition  work  nearby  residents  will  see  large  scale  demolition  equipment,  water  trucks,  dump 
trucks,  and  additional  truck  traffic  entering  and  exiting  the  fenced  area. 

These  measures  are  intended  to  prevent  the  release  of  any  asbestos  containing  materials.  Air 
monitoring  will  be  performed  continuously  throughout  the  removal  activity.  No  road  closures  are 
anticipated.  Construction  trucks  will  be  marked  and  covered  during  transport  activities. 

Schedule 

® Asbestos  removal  is  scheduled  to  start  on  August  1 1 and  continue  through  September  5. 

® Building  Demolition  is  scheduled  to  start  on  September  2 and  continue  through 
September  26. 

® Work  hours  are  from  7:30  a.m.  to  3:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 


Project  Background 

These  buildings  are  being  removed  to  allow  for  the  excavation  of  contaminated  soils  beneath  the 
structures.  Pre-demolition  surveys  of  the  buildings  have  not  returned  any  elevated  radiological 
measurements.  Following  asbestos  removal,  the  Navy  is  demolishing  these  unoccupied  buildings. 
Then,  in  January  2015,  the  Navy  will  be  excavating  and  removing  any  contamination  that  may  be  present 
under  these  buildings. 

For  More  Information 

• Contact  the  following  Navy  representative  or  California  Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control 
(DTSC)  representative  with  project-related  questions  or  concerns: 


• Attend  the  Navy’s  Restoration  Advisory  Board  (RAB)  Meetings.  Updates  on  basewide  environmental 
investigations  and  activities  are  presented  at  the  meetings.  The  next  RAB  meeting  is  scheduled  for 
7:00  p.m,  on  Tuesday,  August  19,  2014  at  the  Casa  de  la  Vista  on  Avenue  of  the  Palms. 

• Visit  the  Navy’s  web  site,  which  contains  historical  and  current  information,  including  information  on 
becoming  a RAB  member.  It  can  be  viewed  at  www.bracpmo.naw.mil 

• Visit  DTSC  web  site  at  https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.qov/public/.  Enter  “San  Francisco”  as  the 
City,  scroll  down  and  select  “Naval  Station  Treasure  Island/Site  12  Old  Bunker  Area,”  and  click  on  the 
link  “Activities”  to  view  documents. 

• Several  reports  have  been  prepared  to  document  the  investigation  and  cleanup  decision  making 
about  these  projects,  all  reviewed  by  the  regulatory  agencies  and  made  available  for  public  review. 
See  the  information  repositories,  listed  below,  for  access  to  the  documents. 

Information  Repositories 

Navy  BRAG  Caretaker  Support  Office  San  Francisco  Public  Library 

1 Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Room  161  A*,D  Government  Publications  Section 

Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  CA  94130  100  Larkin  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Keith  Forman 


Remedios  Sunga 
DTSC 

700  Heinz  Avenue,  Suite  200 


Navy  BRAC  PMO 
1455  Frazee  Road,  Ste  900 
San  Diego,  CA  92108 
(619)  532-0913 

keith.s.forman@navv.mil 


remedios.sunQa@dtsc.ca.aov 


Berkeley,  CA  94710 
(510)  540-3840 


(415)  557-4400 


Notification  of  Asbestos  Abatement  and 
Building  Demolition 

September  5,  2014 


Department  of  Toxic 
Substances  Control 


On  Monday,  September  8,  2014,  the  Navy’s  contractor  CB&I  will  begin  abatement  of  asbestos- 
containing  materials  within  Buildings  1207,  1209,  1211,  and  1213.  Following  asbestos  removal 
Buildings  1207,  1209,  1211,  and  1213  will  be  demolished.  This  notice  provides  additional 
information  about  the  planned  work  and  who  you  can  contact  for  more  information. 

Buildings  1207, 1209, 1211,  and  1213  are  located  along  Perimeter  Road  and  Bayside  Drive  as  shown  on 
the  map  below.  The  buildings  are  currently  within  a fenced  area  and  will  remain  fenced  off  during  all 
work. 


What  to  Expect? 

During  asbestos  removal  nearby  residents  may  see  plastic  sheeting  installed  on  doors  and  windows,  set 
up  of  air  exchanging  machines,  workers  in  Tyvek  suits,  workers  on  the  roof,  and  roll-off  trash  bins. 

During  demolition  work  nearby  residents  will  see  large  scale  demolition  equipment,  water  trucks,  dump 
trucks,  and  additional  truck  traffic  entering  and  exiting  the  fenced  area. 

These  measures  are  intended  to  prevent  the  release  of  any  asbestos  containing  materials.  Air 
monitoring  will  be  performed  continuously  throughout  the  removal  activity.  No  road  closures  are 
anticipated.  Construction  trucks  will  be  marked  and  covered  during  transport  activities. 


Schedule 


* Asbestos  removal  is  scheduled  to  start  on  September  8. 

• Building  Demolition  is  planned  for  September  17  and  continue  through  September  30  at 
Bayside  Drive. 

® Work  hours  are  from  7:30  a.m.  to  3:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Project  Background 

These  buildings  are  being  removed  to  allow  for  the  excavation  of  contaminated  soils  beneath  the 
structures.  Pre-demolition  surveys  of  the  buildings  have  not  returned  any  elevated  radiological 
measurements.  Following  asbestos  removal,  the  Navy  is  demolishing  these  unoccupied  buildings. 
Then,  in  January  2015,  the  Navy  will  be  excavating  and  removing  any  contamination  that  may  be  present 
under  these  buildings. 

For  More  Information 

• Contact  the  following  Navy  representative  or  California  Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control 
(DTSC)  representative  with  project-related  questions  or  concerns: 


• Attend  the  Navy’s  Restoration  Advisory  Board  (RAB)  Meetings.  Updates  on  basewide  environmental 
investigations  and  activities  are  presented  at  the  meetings.  The  next  RAB  meeting  is  scheduled  for 
7:00  p.m.  on  Tuesday,  October  14,  2014  at  the  Casa  de  la  Vista  on  Avenue  of  the  Palms. 

• Visit  the  Navy’s  web  site,  which  contains  historical  and  current  information,  including  information  on 
becoming  a RAB  member.  It  can  be  viewed  at  www.bracpmo.naw.mil 

• Visit  DTSC  web  site  at  https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.qov/public/.  Enter  “San  Francisco”  as  the 
City,  scroll  down  and  select  “Naval  Station  Treasure  Island/Site  12  Old  Bunker  Area,”  and  click  on  the 
link  “Activities”  to  view  documents. 

« Several  reports  have  been  prepared  to  document  the  investigation  and  cleanup  dedsion  making 
about  these  projects,  all  reviewed  by  the  regulatory  agencies  and  made  available  for  public  review. 
See  the  information  repositories,  listed  below,  for  access  to  the  documents. 

Information  Repositories 

Navy  BRAG  Caretaker  Support  Office  San  Francisco  Public  Library 

1 Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Room  161  AND  Government  Publications  Section 

Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  CA  94130  100  Larkin  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Keith  Forman 
Navy  BRAC  PMO 


Remedios  Sunga 
DTSC 

700  Heinz  Avenue,  Suite  200 


1455  Frazee  Road,  Ste900 
San  Diego,  CA  92108 
(619)  532-0966 

keith.s.forman@naw.mil 


remedios.sunqa@dtsc.ca.qov 


Berkeley,  CA  94710 
(510)  540-3840 


(415)  557-4400 


— Expect  Excellence  ■ 


CONSTRUCTION  SERVICES 


GEOTECHNICAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
WATER  RESOURCES 


Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  island 

TI  Development  Project  - Major  Phase  1 Field  Investigation 
BACKGROUND 

The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  in  Partnership  with  TICD  will  redevelopment  Treasure 
Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island.  ENGEO  Incorporated  has  contracted  with  TICD  to  conduct  a 
geotechnical  field  investigation  within  the  first  Major  Phase  1 project  area.  See  figure  in  the 
back. 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

The  subsurface  exploration  includes  onshore  and  offshore  boreholes  and  soil  sample  collection. 
The  purpose  of  the  geotechnical  field  investigation  is  to  characterize  the  subsurface  soil 
stratigraphy  within  Major  Phase  1 of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  project.  Onshore 
sampling  activities  are  expected  to  begin  on  September  10,  2014  and  are  expected  to  end  on 
September  25,  2014.  Offshore  sampling  activities  are  expected  to  begin  on  October  14,  2014 
and  are  expected  to  end  on  October  17,  2014.  Most  activities  will  occur  between  8:00  a.m.  and 
6:30  p.m.  We  don’t  anticipate  conducting  drilling  work  on  weekends  or  at  night. 

On-shore  drilling  will  include: 

1 . Auger  drilling  (4”  to  8”  diameter  holes) 

2.  Cone  Penetration  Testing  (Continues  push  of  an  1.5”  probe) 

3.  Test  pits  (Excavated  with  a backhoe  or  a small  excavator) 

4.  All  boreholes  will  be  grouted  and  all  test  pits  will  be  backfilled 


I 


§1111 


AGENDA 

NAVAL  STATION  TREASURE  ISLAND 
BRAG  CLEANUP  TEAM  MEETING 

Date:  Wednesday,  July  16,  2014 

Time:  10:00  a. m.  to  1 1:50  a. m. 

Place:  Tetra  Tech,  1999  Harrison  Street,  Suite  500,  Oakland,  CA 

Dial  In:  866-692-5721 
Meeting  ID#:  0002014 

Webinar  link:  https://qlobal.qotomeetina.com/ioin/812574285 

**NQTE:  If  this  is  your  first  webinar,  please  fog-in  10  minutes  early  to 
ensure  your  computer  can  sync  with  GoToMeeting  webinars. 

1 0:00  - 1 0:05  Introductions,  Meeting  Guidelines,  Agenda  Review,  Meeting  Minutes 

(5  minutes)  (Keith  Forman  / Jessica  O’Sullivan) 


10:05  - 10:25  Radiological  Scoping  Surveys  Site  12  Housing  Units  - Progress  Update 

(20  minutes)  (Chris  Yantos) 


10:25  - 10:30  Site  12  - NTCRA  (Phase  III)  Update  for  SWDAs  Westside,  Bayside,  and 

(5  minutes)  North  Point  (Chris  Yantos) 

10:30  - 10:35  Site  12  - NTCRA  Update  on  SWDA  Bigelow  Court  (Tony  Konzen) 

(5  minutes) 


10:35  - 10:40  Site  6 Final  Status  Survey  Work  Plan  (Louie  Cardinale) 

(5  minutes) 


1 0:40  - 1 0:50  Site  1 2 Data  Gaps  Sampling  (Bryce  Bartelma) 

(10  minutes) 


10:50-11:00 

(1 0 minutes) 

11:00-11:05 

(5  minutes) 

11:05-11:10 

(5  minutes) 

11:10-11:20 
(10  minutes) 

11:20-11:30 

(10  minutes) . 

11:30-11:40 

(10  minutes)  . 

11:40-11:50 

(10  minutes) 


Site  24  Feasibility  Study  Addendum  / Boundary  Change  Letter  (Danielle 
Janda) 

Sites  31/33  Update  (Louie  Cardinale) 

Building  233  (Tony  Konzen) 

Transfer  / Economic  Development  Conveyance-Memorandum  of 
Agreement  Update  (Keith  Forman) 

Upcoming  Documents  and  Field  Activities  (Dave  Clark) 

Open  Forum  for  City  / Developer  / BCT 

Action  Item  Review  / Other  Meetings  (Keith  Forman) 


Future  BCT  Meetings: 

August  20,  2014,  Tetra  Tech  Inc.,  Oakland,  California 
September  17,  2014,  Tetra  Tech  Inc.,  Oakland,  California 
October  22,  2014,  Tetra  Tech  Inc.,  Oakland,  California 
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Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 
Environmental  Cleanup  Program 
Document  Tracking  Sheet 
August  2014  - January  2015 


lent  Title  & Information 


Agency  Con 


Site  6 RCA  Chara 


Louie  Cardnale 


Site  6 ROD/RAP 


Dougherty,  TtEC 


Dennis  Kelly,  TriEco-Tt 


SWDA  Westside  (A&B)  PCSR  (Phase  I) 


Phase  III  NTCRA  Work  Plar 


RPM:  Bryce  Bartelma 

_ PM:  Doug  Gilkey,  KCH 

- Gateview  Arsenic/TPH  Area  TCRA  Action 


Tim  Heironimus,  TriEco-Tt 

SWDA  Bigelow  Court  FSS  Plan 


Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 

SWDA  Bigelow  Court  PCSR  / FSS  Report 


Ulrika  Messer.  CB&I 

Radiologicd  Housing  Scan  Completion  Report 


Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 


Tim  Heironimus,  TriEco-Tt 


reused  FS  Addendum 

PM:  Danielle  Janda 


Boundary  Change  Letter 

\ Danielle  Janda 


. Jean  Michaels,  TriEco-Tt 


Jean  Michaels,  TriEco-Tt 


1 0/20/1 4 1 0/27/14  1 1 /24/1 4 
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Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 
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DRAFT 

Agency  Comments 


Document  Title  & Information 


Louie  Cardinale 
John  Baur,  Gilbane 


Site  31  FSS  Report 


Louie  Cardinale 
John  Baur,  Gilbane 


20  |RPM:  Louie  Cardinale 

John  Baur,  Gilbane 


linal  8/29-9/29 


Bunding  233  FSS  Report 


Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 


07/25/14  - 08/25/14 


09/08/14  09/15/14 


Site  YF3  SLERA 


Louie  Cardinale 


07/18/14  v-  08/18/14 


09/17/14  10/17/14 


Groundwater  Monitoring  

|2013  Sites  4, 12,  21, 24  Groundwater  Report 

m RPM:  Louie  Cardinale 

fcs  PM:  Greg  Alyanakian,  Trevet 


08/15/14  - 09/15/14 


10/15/14  10/22/14 


Danielle  Janda 
Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 


I Roadways  Scoping  Survi 


John  Baur,  Gilbane 


Danielle  Janda 


Community  Relations  Flan  Update  2014 


2 Inspection  Report 


Marcie  Rash,  TriEco-Tf 


logicd  Sampling  Report 


Danielle  Janda 
Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 


2014  Site  Management  Plan 


Danielle  Janda 


Tim  Mower,  TriEco-Tt 

g of  SuitabilTty  to  Transfer  (FOST)  4 

Scott  Anderson 

Dennis  Kelly,  TriEco-Tt 

2014  Finding  of  Suitability  to  Lease  (FOSL) 


10/09/13  ; - 


08/22/14 


Dennis  Kelly,  TriEco-Tt 


edified:  8/19/2014 
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AGENDA 

NAVAL  STATION  TREASURE  ISLAND 
ENVIRONMENTAL  RESTORATION  ADVISORY  BOARD  MEETING 
Tuesday,  19  August  2014 
Casa  de  la  Vista  Building  271,  Treasure  Island 
MEETING  NO.  172 


I.  WELCOME  REMARKS  AND  AGENDA  REVIEW 

7:00-7:05 

Welcome,  Introductions 

Lead:  Keith  Forman,  Navy  Co-Chair 

7:05-7:10 

Discussion  of  meeting  format  changes 
Lead:  Alice  Pilram,  Community  Co-Chair 

n.  OLD  BUSINESS 

7:10-7:20 

RAB  meeting  Minutes  Approval 
Lead:  Keith  Forman,  Navy  Co-Chair 

7:20-7:30 

BRAC  Cleanup  Team  Update 
Leads:  DTSC  and  Water  Board 

IIL  NEW  BUSINESS 

7:30-8:05 

Site  6 Update:  Record  of  Decision 
Lead  : Bryce  Bartelma,  Navy 
Presentation  Q&A : RAB 
Presentation  Q&A : Community 

8:05-8:25 

Site  12  Field  Work  Progress 
Lead:  Chris  Yantos,  Navy 
Presentation  Q&A  : RAB 
Presentation  Q&A  : Community 

8:25-8:35 

Document  Tracking  Sheet  and  Field  Schedule 
Lead:  Dave  Clark,  Navy 

8:35-8:45 

Co=Chair  Announcements  and  Future  Agenda  Items 
Lead:  Alice  Pilram,  Community  Co-Chair 

IV.  COMMENTS  ON  NON-AGENDA  ITEMS 

8:45  - 8:55 

Community  Question  and  Answer  Period 
Lead:  Keith  Forman,  Navy  Co-Chair 

8:55-9:00 

Closing  Remarks 
Lead:  Co-Chairs 
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Next  Regular  Meeting: 


No  September  2014  Meeting 


7:00  pm  Tuesday,  21  October  2014 
Casa  de  la  Vista,  Treasure  Island 

Next  Treasure  Island  Citizen’s  Advisory  Board  (CAB)  Meeting:  See  the  web  site  for 
latest  dates  and  times  for  future  meetings:  http://www.sfgov.org/treasureisland 

Next  Interim  RAB  Community  Member  Conference  Call: 

7:00  pm.  Tuesday  September  30,  2014 

Call-In  Number:  1-  866-738-8583 

Participant  Code:  6153166 

Navy  BRAC  Web  Site:  http ://www.bracpmo.navv.mil  (click  on  map  for  Treasure 
Island) 

Navy  San  Diego  Office  Address: 

BASE  REALIGNMENT  AND  CLOSURE 
PROGRAM  MANAGEMENT  OFFICE  WEST 
NAVAL  FACILITIES  ENGINEERING  COMMAND 
1455  FRAZEE  ROAD,  SUITE  900 
SAN  DIEGO,  CA  92108-4310 
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DRAFT  MEETING  MINUTES 
RESTORATION  ADVISORY  BOARD 
FORMER  NAVAL  STATION  TREASURE  ISLAND 
25  June  2014 
Meeting  Number  171 


Community  Restoration  Advisory  Board  (RAB)  Members  in  attendance: 
Saul  Bloom  (ARC  Ecology),  Nathan  Brennan,  John  Gee,  Ryan  Martin,  Alice 
Pilram  (Community  RAB  Co-Chair),  Dale  Smith 


Department  o£  the  Navy  and  Regulatory  Agency  RAB  Members  in  attendance: 
Keith  Forman,  Navy  RAB  Co-Chair 

Medi  Sunga,  Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control  (DTSC) 

Myriam  Zech,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  (Water  Board) 


Other  Navy  and  Regulatory  Staff  and 
attendance: 

Dave  Clark,  Navy 
Yashekia  Evans,  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 
Dennis  Kelly,  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 
Jessica  O'Sullivan,  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 


Consultant  Representatives  in 

Lee  H.  Saunders,  Navy 
Tommie  Jean  Valmassy,  Tetra 
Tech,  Inc. 

Chauna  Winkler,  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 


Public  Guests  in  attendance: 

Sandy  Agee 

Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island 

Development  Authority  (TIDA) 
Wendy  Bellah,  Terraphase 
Margaret  Billsborough 
Ken  Bonner,  Rubicon  Villages 
Erick  Brown,  Catholic  Charities 
CYO 

Mark  Dunlop,  TIDA 
Dan  Gerard,  SF  Little  League 
Carol  Harvey 

Becky  Hogue,  Resident,  Treasure 
Island  Community  (TIC) 

Jeff  Kline,  Resident 


Kathryn  Lundgren,  Resident, 
Treasure  Island  Health 
Network  (TIHN) 

Karen  Maxwell,  TestAmerica 
Andrea  McHenry,  Resident 
Michael  Mead,  Resident 
Christina  Rain,  Treadwell  & Rollo 
Raymond  Schul,  CB&I 
Dan  Stone,  Villages 
A.J.  Thorsson,  Resident 
D.  Dave  Williams,  Resident 
Glenda  Williams,  Resident 
Melanie  Williams,  Resident 


Welcome  Remarks  and  Introductions 

Keith  Forman  (Base  Realignment  and  Closure  [BRAC]  Environmental 
Coordinator  [BEC])  opened  the  June  RAB  meeting  for  Former  Naval  Station 
Treasure  Island  (NAVSTA  TI)  held  at  the  Casa  de  la  Vista  (Building  271)  on 
Treasure  Island  (TI).  He  asked  that  anyone  who  speaks  during  the  meeting 
identify  themselves  and  use  a microphone  so  everyone  can  hear;  he  added  that 
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attendees  can  raise  their  hand  and  have  a microphone  brought  to  them.  Mr. 
Forman  reviewed  the  agenda  (Attachment  A). 

Progress  on  Sites  at  Treasure  Island 

Mr.  Forman  presented  the  update  on  key  sites  and  progress  made  since  the  last 
RAB  meeting  (Attachment  B).  The  Navy  is  currently  conducting  interior 
radiological  scans  of  the  Treasure  Island  housing.  The  scans  are  being  conducted 
on  the  ground  floor  of  each  housing  unit.  Mr.  Forman  explained  these  scans  are 
being  conducted  because  this  is  the  last  area  of  the  Treasure  Island  housing  area 
that  the  Navy  does  not  have  data  for.  The  rest  of  the  neighborhood  has  been 
scanned,  but  not  the  footprint  of  the  housing. 

Mr.  Forman  reviewed  photographs  of  the  interior  scanning.  Fie  noted  there  was 
software  developed  specifically  for  this  project,  and  it  records  the  data  on  a 
tablet.  The  technicians  tape  off  1-meter-square  grids  on  all  of  the  ground  floor 
areas,  and  then  scan  each  square.  Mr.  Forman  said  each  unit  receives  a survey 
receipt  upon  completion  of  the  survey  of  their  unit.  There  are  six  field  teams  as 
well  as  regulatory  agency  and  Navy  representatives  each  day.  The  teams  began 
work  in  June  and  expect  to  end  in  September  2014. 

Mr.  Forman  moved  on  to  an  update  on  Bigelow  Court,  located  within  the  Site  12 
Housing  Area.  This  area  is  fenced  off  and  not  accessible  to  the  public.  Two 
buildings  (1101  and  1103)  were  demolished  in  this  area,  as  previously  reported, 
and  contractors  are  working  to  remove  the  building  foundations.  Mr.  Forman 
showed  a photograph  of  one  radiological  object  that  was  recovered  from  under  a 
foundation.  That  object  was  identified  as  a fragmented  piece  of  a deck  marker 
and  it  was  removed  and  properly  disposed  of.  The  contractors  are  continuing  to 
excavate  soil  that  has  elevated  levels  of  lead,  polycyclic  aromatic  hydrocarbons 
(PAHs),  and  polychlorinated  biphenyls  (PCBs).  Mr.  Forman  noted  this  is  a 
Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation,  and  Liability  Act 
(CERCLA)  site,  and  those  are  the  CERCLA  contaminants  of  concern  (COC).  To- 
date,  about  500  cubic  yards  of  soil  has  been  excavated  from  Bigelow  Court.  That 
is  equivalent  to  36  full  dump  trucks  of  soil.  That  soil  is  placed  on  radiological 
screening  pads  within  the  fenced,  radiologically  controlled  area.  The  Navy  is 
awaiting  test  results  from  the  scanning,  and  that  will  determine  how  the  soil  will 
be  disposed. 

Mr.  Forman  said  work  is  also  continuing  in  the  Solid  Waste  Disposal  Areas 
(SWDA).  Radiological  surveys  of  nine  buildings  are  in  progress,  then  asbestos 
abatement  will  be  conducted,  and  then  the  buildings  will  be  demolished.  The 
Navy  expects  to  begin  excavating  soil  under  those  buildings  in  the  fall. 
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Mr.  Forman  gave  an  update  on  the  Site  12  Data  Gaps  Investigation.  Additional 
sampling  for  CERCLA  COCs  will  begin  in  August.  This  was  previously 
presented  to  the  RAB,  and  information  was  provided  at  the  May  31,  2014  Navy 
open  house.  Mr.  Forman  said  a fact  sheet  was  also  issued  to  the  community  to 
explain  the  project  and  some  of  the  drilling  techniques  that  will  be  used.  The 
Navy  will  continue  to  update  the  community  as  the  start  of  the  data  gaps 
sampling  draws  near,  and  work  notices  will  be  provided. 

Mr.  Forman  said  there  is  an  issue  with  arsenic  and  total  petroleum  hydrocarbons 
(TPH)  in  groundwater  in  the  Gateview  Cotut  area,  near  Buildings  1311,  1313, 
and  1325.  The  Navy  will  issue  a draft  Action  Memorandum  for  a removal  action 
in  late  November,  and  the  project  will  be  discussed  further  with  the  RAB  once 
the  details  of  the  document  are  worked  out. 

Mr.  Forman  provided  an  update  on  Site  6,  located  in  the  northeast  comer  of 
Treasure  Island.  The  Proposed  Plan  (PP)  was  issued  earlier  this  year  and  a 
public  meeting  was  held  in  March.  The  Navy  is  preparing  the  Record  of 
Decision  (ROD)  for  the  site,  which  will  include  a responsiveness  summary  with 
responses  to  comments  received  on  the  PP.  The  final  decision  for  the  cleanup, 
once  it  is  selected,  will  be  implemented  in  2015. 

Mr.  Forman  provided  an  update  on  Site  31,  the  former  storage  yard.  Fie  noted  it 
is  near  the  Boys  & Girls  Club.  The  Navy  has  been  in  contact  with  the  director  of 
the  club,  Maxine  Wilson.  There  were  large  holes  in  the  ground  that  have  been 
filled  in  with  clean  soil  and  compacted,  making  the  area  look  nice.  Full  site 
restoration  at  Site  31  will  be  completed  within  the  next  four  weeks,  and  a 
completion  report  will  be  prepared  in  July.  The  intersection  of  11th  Street  and 
Avenue  E still  has  to  be  paved  because  it  was  dug  up  in  order  to  replace  the 
water  line. 

Mr.  Forman  provided  an  update  of  Site  33,  located  near  Fourth  Street  and 
Avenue  H.  The  excavations  in  this  area  have  been  backfilled,  and  site  restoration 
is  nearly  complete.  A completion  report  for  Site  33  will  be  issued  in  September. 
Mr.  Forman  said  work  at  Sites  31  and  33  has  been  ongoing  and  the  Navy  is 
happy  to  report  that  it  will  be  completed  within  the  next  few  weeks. 

Andrea  McHenry  (resident)  said  there  are  several  refrigerators  on  the  perimeter 
walk  on  the  northeast  side  of  TI,  and  asked  when  the  Navy  will  get  rid  of  them. 
Dave  Clark  (Navy)  said  those  are  likely  from  buildings  that  are  slated  for 
demolition.  Mr.  Clark  said  he  will  confirm  the  date  for  when  they  will  be 
removed;  he  does  not  anticipate  they  will  be  there  much  longer.  Ms.  McHenry 
asked  for  clarification  about  the  arsenic  in  groundwater.  Mr.  Forman  explained 
it  is  located  only  in  an  area  where  the  Navy  historically  had  a refueling  station. 
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There  was  petroleum  contamination,  and  the  treatment  created  conditions  where 
arsenic  leached  into  groundwater.  He  confirmed  groundwater  in  that  area  flows 
in  the  direction  of  the  bay.  Mr.  Forman  added  the  groundwater  is  not  entirely 
fresh;  it  is  likely  brackish  because  of  proximity  to  the  bay. 

Ms.  McHenry  then  asked  if  Site  33  is  the  location  of  the  former  Goodwill  site. 
Dan  Stone  (John  Stewart  Company)  said  that  was  further  east  than  Site  33. 

Ms.  McHenry  raised  a concern  about  the  scheduling  of  radiological  testing  being 
done  inside  homes.  She  has  a neighbor  who  was  given  little  notice,  the  testing  of 
her  unit  is  being  done  on  a very  inconvenient  date,  and  she  was  given  no 
opportunity  to  adjust  the  date.  She  explained  this  put  a great  deal  of  stress  on 
this  person,  who  was  preparing  to  travel  with  her  young  daughter,  while  making 
arrangements  to  have  her  dog  cared  for.  Mr.  Forman  said  the  Navy  has  been 
working  very  closely  with  the  housing  providers;  the  schedules  can  be  adjusted 
and  they  try  to  accommodate  requests  made  through  the  housing  providers.  Mr. 
Forman  said  he  is  not  familiar  with  this  particular  situation,  and  the  tenant's 
housing  provider  was  not  present  at  this  RAB  meeting.  He  told  Ms.  McHenry 
that  she  should  talk  to  her  housing  provider  if  the  has  scheduling  concerns  about 
her  own  unit  and  the  Navy  will  work  to  limit  any  inconvenience. 

Kathryn  Lundgren  (resident)  asked  about  the  appliances  that  were  put  on  the 
perimeter  road  and  whether  they  will  be  disposed  of  or  recycled.  At  a previous 
meeting  she  was  told  they  will  be  recycled,  which  she  thinks  is  inappropriate 
because  they  may  have  been  in  units  with  black  mold.  Mr.  Clark  said  the  plan  is 
to  recycle  the  refrigerators  that  were  mentioned;  he  is  not  aware  of  any  reason 
they  could  not  be  recycled. 

Ms.  Lundgren  asked  if  Site  21  is  completely  cleared  of  environmental  issues  with 
arsenic.  Mr.  Forman  said  long-term  groundwater  monitoring  is  ongoing,  but 
there  does  not  seem  to  be  any  issues  with  arsenic  in  groundwater  there. 

Ms.  Lundgren  said  her  unit  was  radiologically  scanned.  She  complimented  the 
team,  noting  they  wore  protective  covers  on  their  shoes,  were  courteous  and 
professional,  and  it  was  not  an  inconvenience.  Ms.  Lundgren  asked  if  the  Navy 
could  provide  the  average  numbers,  or  a complete  list  of  numbers,  of  the  levels 
found.  Mr.  Forman  said  the  goal  of  the  team  is  to  get  individual  results  to 
residents  within  two  weeks  after  each  scan  is  complete.  However,  a completion 
report  will  be  prepared  and  it  will  include  all  of  the  detections.  That  report  will 
be  issued  sometime  in  November  2014. 

Ms.  Lundgren  said  she  is  interested  in  seeing  all  of  the  detection  levels  because 
the  numbers  she  has  heard  from  other  residents  seem  too  similar.  She  said  she 
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would  expect  there  to  be  more  variation.  Raymond  Schul  (CB&I)  said  there  are 
between  88  and  128  data  points  in  each  unit.  He  said  the  homes  are  a constant 
environment,  so  where  they  are  seeing  variations  are  in  areas  that  are  tiled  or 
ceramic,  like  bathroom  or  kitchens  floors,  showers,  sinks.  So  the  variations  are 
within  a narrow  range. 

Ms.  Lundgren  said  she  would  like  to  know  specifically  what  was  found  near 
Bayside  Drive.  Mr.  Forman  said  the  Site  12  Remedial  Investigation  is  the  best 
document  to  find  that  information.  A hard  copy  is  located  in  Building  1,  or  Medi 
Sunga  (DTSC)  can  help  Ms.  Lundgren  locate  it  on-line  on  DTSCs  Envirostor. 

Ms.  Lundgren  asked  about  the  soil  being  used  to  backfill  the  daycare  center  area. 
She  noted  there  is  a large  pile  of  dirt  by  the  brig  that  has  been  getting  larger  for 
years.  She  is  concerned  it  is  contaminated  and  is  being  used  as  the  backfill.  Mr. 
Forman  said  the  Navy  is  backfilling  with  certified  clean  soil.  Ms.  Sunga  said  the 
pile  Ms.  Lundgren  is  referring  to  is  not  contaminated  soil.  Ms.  Lundgren  said 
there  was  a report  that  the  Navy  had  used  "rhino  snot"  on  the  pile.  Mr.  Forman 
explained  that  was  used  to  prevent  dust,  not  to  treat  the  pile.  Ms.  Lundgren 
asked  where  the  documentation  is  saying  that  pile  is  clean.  Mr.  Clark  explained 
it  is  a very  old  pile  and  was  imported  and  certified  many  years  ago.  Ms.  Smith 
said  she  believes  the  pile  came  from  soil  excavated  for  the  U.C.  Berkeley  stadium 
several  years  ago.  Mr.  Clark  said  he  will  research  to  find  out  when  the  soil  was 
brought  to  the  island  and  find  the  data  certifying  it  as  acceptable  as  backfill. 
Myriam  Zech  (Water  Board)  added  that  the  Water  Board  requires  any  pile  of  dirt 
to  be  covered  to  prevent  erosion  and  control  dust.  This  keeps  storm  drains  free 
of  sediment. 

Becky  Hogue  (resident)  asked  what  residents  can  expect  as  the  asbestos 
abatement  and  demolition  of  buildings  nears.  She  said  she  received  the  flyer  that 
was  issued  when  the  field  work  first  began,  and  would  like  another  flyer  as  more 
details  are  known.  Mr.  Clark  said  a work  notice  will  be  issued  at  each  new  stage, 
such  as  when  fences  will  move,  and  when  buildings  are  coming  down. 

Ms.  Smith  asked  if  the  carports  are  being  scanned,  as  well  as  garages.  Mr. 
Forman  said  the  carports  are  exterior  to  the  unit  and  have  already  been  scanned 
as  part  of  the  comprehensive  gamma  scan  walk-over  survey  for  Site  12. 

Carol  Harvey  (community  member)  said  she  had  noticed  changes  at  Site  31,  such 
as  radiological  signs  having  been  taken  off  of  the  fences.  She  asked  if  the  soil  at 
that  site  is  free  of  radiological  contamination,  and  if  there  is  documentation 
stating  such.  Mr.  Forman  said  the  site  was  radiologically  cleared  before  it  was 
backfilled,  and  in  order  to  get  it  cleared,  documentation  was  provided  to  the 
regulatory  agencies.  Ms.  Harvey  said  she  has  also  seen  radiation  signs  posted  at 
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the  former  Building  233  area.  Mr.  Clark  said  that  site  is  complete,  but  the  Navy 
is  awaiting  clearance  from  the  state  of  California  for  radiological  free-release. 
The  signs  will  not  be  taken  down  until  free-release  is  authorized  by  the  state. 

Ms.  Harvey  said  she  would  like  to  make  a statement.  She  is  a journalist  and  has 
covered  the  Treasure  Island  cleanup,  along  with  many  other  news  organizations. 
She  said  some  unnamed  entity  put  pressure  on  one  of  her  publishers  to 
withdraw  a report  Ms.  Harvey  had  made,  which  she  feels  is  inappropriate.  Ms. 
Harvey  added  that  she  has  honored  the  requests  for  her  not  to  videotape  people 
at  certain  meetings,  but  she  will  continue  to  report  about  the  Treasure  Island 
project. 

Margaret  Billsborough  (resident)  said  her  garage  was  surveyed  on  Monday,  June 
23.  She  asked  if  residents  are  given  a receipt  when  their  garage  is  surveyed, 
because  she  did  not  receive  one.  Mr.  Schul  said  a receipt  is  given  either  to  the 
resident  or  to  the  housing  provider  if  the  resident  is  not  present.  Mr.  Schul  said 
he  will  talk  to  Ms.  Billsborough  after  the  meeting  about  getting  her  a receipt  for 
the  scanning  of  her  garage. 

Historical  Radiological  Assessment  Supplemental  Technical  Memorandum 
Mr.  Clark  provided  the  preview  of  the  Historical  Radiological  Assessment 
Supplemental  Technical  Memorandum  (HRASTM),  (Attachment  C).  Mr.  Clark 
explained  this  is  a preview  of  the  document,  and  it  will  be  issued  final  and 
available  for  everyone  to  read  on  July  1.  The  document  contains  a lot  of 
information,  so  this  is  just  an  overview.  Mr.  Clark  added  that  after  the  document 
is  issued,  the  Navy  will  be  available  to  answer  additional  questions.  He 
introduced  Dennis  Kelly  (Tetra  Tech)  who  is  the  primary  researcher  and  author 
of  the  HRASTM.  The  purpose  of  the  document  is  to  update  to  HRA,  which  was 
issued  in  2006. 

Mr.  Clark  said  the  HRASTM  designates  areas  as  "impacted"  or  "non-impacted." 
Mr.  Clark  explained  an  impacted  area  is  an  area  with  a possibility  of  containing 
residual  radioactivity  in  excess  of  natural  background.  Mr.  Clark  explained 
"possibility"  is  a key  word,  as  it  does  not  mean  there  is  known  elevated 
radioactivity.  Any  area  designated  as  impacted  will  be  investigated,  and  many 
of  these  areas  are  already  being  investigated. 

Mr.  Clark  said  over  the  past  two  years  the  Navy  and  contractors  have  been 
conducting  extensive  research,  including  but  not  limited  to  going  through 
records  at  the  National  Archives  in  San  Bruno,  California,  and  College  Park, 
Maryland,  as  well  as  contacting  and  interviewing  various  staff  and  experts.  Mr. 
Clark  said  one  item  that  was  researched  but  remains  unclear  is  the  historical  use 
of  the  octagonal  foils  that  have  been  found.  It  is  theorized  that  they  were 
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radiological  check  sources,  used  in  training  to  verify  instrumentation  was 
working.  However,  the  Navy  would  like  confirmation  of  that  theory. 

Mr.  Clark  showed  a photograph  of  the  former  incinerator  that  was  at  Site  12.  Ms. 
Smith  commented  how  enormous  the  incinerator  was.  Mr.  Clark  said  it  was,  and 
that  because  of  its  size,  it  is  likely  the  incinerator  was  used  for  burning  disposed 
items  from  other  military  installations,  not  just  from  Treasure  Island. 

Mr.  Clark  noted  that  the  final  HRASTM  document  is  in  a 1-inch  binder.  This 
does  not  include  the  references,  which  are  provided  electronically  because  they 
are  extensive.  Mr.  Clark  said  the  Navy  will  follow-up  with  a fact  sheet  about  the 
HRASTM  once  the  document  is  issued. 

Melanie  Williams  (resident)  asked  if  the  issues  present  at  Treasure  Island  are  the 
same  as  the  environmental  issues  present  at  Third  Street  at  Hunters  Point  Naval 
Shipyard.  Mr.  Forman  explained  the  two  are  significantly  different  bases,  with 
different  activities  conducted  by  the  military  when  they  were  active.  He  added 
that  Hunters  Point  was  a shipyard,  which  is  highly  industrial,  whereas  Treasure 
Island  was  largely  a training  facility. 

Michael  Mead  (resident)  asked  if  contaminants  that  are  found  at  a particular 
depth  beneath  the  ground  will  pose  a safety  issue  in  the  event  of  an  earthquake. 
He  added  that  he  has  heard  contaminants  are  at  various  depths,  and  wonders  if 
they  are  shifting,  or  may  shift  more  with  a seismic  event.  Mr.  Clark  said 
contaminants  of  concern  vary  in  depth  depending  on  how  they  got  there.  For 
example,  grading  in  the  housing  area  caused  contamination  to  be  spread  around 
and  to  various  depths.  Varying  depths  of  contaminants  is  not  the  result  of 
seismic  activity. 

Ms.  Smith  said  the  garbage  loading  ramp  at  Site  24,  located  south  of  Lot  69, 
seems  like  it  should  be  investigated  for  radiological  objects  because  garbage 
containing  radiological  items  could  have  been  dumped  there.  Mr.  Kelly  said  it 
was  a garbage  transfer  station,  built  in  the  late  1960s.  Generally,  the  Navy  had 
phased  out  radium  before  that  time,  so  that  area  was  not  designated  as 
radiologically  impacted. 

Ms.  Lundgren  asked,  if  the  Navy  can  find  former  workers  to  interview  about 
historical  work  at  Treasure  Island,  then  why  have  they  not  contacted  former 
military  residents  and  conducted  a longitudinal  study  about  health  issues?  Ms. 
Lundgren  said  she  will  forward  a memo  she  has  from  the  1970s  to  Mr.  Kelly  that 
states  those  radium  foils  were  deposited  in  various  undisclosed  locations  for 
training  purposes.  She  asked  which  outfall  the  drain  from  the  former  optical 
shop  goes  to,  since  that  will  now  be  investigated.  Mr.  Clark  said  it  goes  to  the 
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sewage  treatment  plant.  He  added  there  will  be  an  update  on  that  investigation 
at  a future  RAB  meeting. 

Ms.  Lundgren  asked  the  Navy  to  follow  up  on  medical  waste  and  where  it  was 
disposed  of  on  Treasure  Island.  She  said  medical  waste  may  have  contained 
mercury,  as  well  as  dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane  (DDT)  which  was  used  for 
delousing. 

Ms.  Lundgren  also  asked  about  the  metal  from  the  USS  Pandemonium,  and  where 
it  came  from.  Ms.  Smith  said  it  was  a salvaged  boat;  the  bottom  was  removed 
and  it  was  used  for  training  on  land.  Ms.  Smith  said  the  information  is  available 
in  the  2006  HRA.  Ms.  Lundgren  asked  what  happened  to  the  metal  from  the  USS 
Pandemonium  when  it  was  deconstructed.  Mr.  Kelly  said  it  was  cut  up  and  sold 
to  raise  funds  for  the  Navy's  Morale  Welfare  and  Recreation  Fund.  It  was  sold  to 
a metal  scrapper,  but  it  is  unknown  precisely  who  or  where  the  metal  went. 

Ms.  Harvey  said  she  has  read  media  reports  that  ships  in  the  Bikini  Atoll  were 
sent  both  to  Hunters  Point  and  Treasure  Island  before  they  were 
decontaminated.  Mr.  Kelly  said  this  issue  has  been  thoroughly  researched. 
Operation  Crossroads  ships  were  first  decontaminated  at  the  Bikini  Atoll,  then 
brought  back  to  various  shipyards  throughout  the  United  States.  Treasure  Island 
did  not  have  the  capacity  to  accept  and  decontaminate  such  vessels  as  a dry  dock 
was  necessary.  There  were  only  four  ships  that  came  to  Treasure  Island,  as 
reported  in  the  2006  HRA,  and  that  was  only  after  they  had  been  decontaminated 
elsewhere  and  were  awaiting  administrative  clearance.  He  said  the  ships  docked 
at  Treasure  Island  for  about  three  weeks  while  Washington  D.C.  examined 
paperwork  to  clear  them.  Ms.  Harvey  asked  for  clarification  on  whether  the 
ships  were  decontaminated  at  the  Bikini  Atoll  or  at  Hunters  Point.  Mr.  Kelly 
said  it  was  both:  initial  decontamination  took  place  at  the  Bikini  Atoll,  and  then 
ships  were  further  decontaminated  stateside.  The  four  that  berthed  at  Treasure 
Island  were  first  decontaminated  at  Hunters  Point. 

Mr.  Mead  asked  if  the  Navy  could  provide  him  with  a complete  list  of  COCs  at 
Treasure  Island.  Mr.  Forman  said  the  Site  Management  Plan  is  the  best  source 
for  that  information.  It  lists  each  cleanup  site  as  well  as  its  historical  use,  the 
COCs,  and  the  current  status  of  the  site,  along  with  maps  and  other  information, 
all  presented  concisely.  It  can  be  found  electronically  on  Envirostor. 

Sandy  Agee  (resident)  said  she  lives  on  Treasure  Island  and  is  concerned  about 
health  and  safety  during  cleanup.  She  asked  if  residents  should  be  relocated 
during  the  cleanup.  Mr.  Clark  said  there  is  no  safety  issue  for  residents  and  he 
does  not  believe  anyone  currently  needs  to  be  relocated.  He  added  that,  for 
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future  cleanup  projects  in  Site  12,  residents  may  need  to  relocate  because  of 
construction  nuisance. 

RAB  Meeting  Minutes 

The  RAB  moved  review  of  the  meeting  minutes  up  on  the  agenda  in  order  to 
address  a backlog  of  minutes  that  require  comments.  RAB  members  provided 
comments  on  the  August  2013,  December  2013,  and  February  2014  meeting 
minutes.  Ms.  Smith  asked  that  action  items  be  added  back  into  the  minutes,  and 
be  better  tracked.  All  minutes  were  approved  with  discussed  changes.  Minutes 
will  be  finalized  and  distributed  to  the  RAB  members,  as  well  as  posted  on  the 
Navy's  website. 

Upcoming  Documents  and  Field  Schedule 

Mr.  Clark  reviewed  the  Document  Tracking  Sheet  (DTS)  (Attachment  D)  and  the 
Field  Schedule  (Attachment  E).  During  the  review  of  the  DTS,  Ms.  Smith  asked 
why  the  Community  Relations  Plan  (CRP)  has  been  delayed.  Mr.  Forman  said 
the  Navy  has  been  conducting  additional  outreach  and  wants  to  reflect  that  in 
the  CRP.  Ms.  Smith  said  she  never  received  the  final  Remedial  Investigation  for 
Site  12.  Mr.  Clark  said  he  will  have  the  contractor  track  it  and  send  her  another 
copy  if  necessary. 

Co-Cfaair  Announcements 

Ms.  Pilram  said  the  RAB  would  like  to  hold  a site  tour  the  hour  before  the 
August  19  RAB  meeting.  Mr.  Forman  said  the  Navy  would  arrange  for  a van 
and  the  RAB  can  meet  at  the  Casa  de  la  Vista  by  6:00  p.m.  on  August  19  for  a 
brief  tour.  Ms.  McHenry  asked  if  residents  could  attend  the  tour.  Mr.  Forman 
said  this  tour  is  just  for  RAB  members.  However,  the  Navy  is  planning  a tour 
specifically  for  residents  later  this  fall. 

Ryan  Martin  (RAB  member)  said  his  unit  was  recently  radiologically  scanned, 
and  gave  an  overview  of  the  process.  He  said  the  entire  process  took  3 V2  hocus. 
The  staff  were  professional,  handled  belongings  with  great  care,  and  did  a 
thorough  scan.  They  did  leave  a 500-pound  fish  tank  and  a very  heavy  book  case 
in  place.  Mr.  Martin  said  it  was  a good  experience,  and  he  suggests  people  stay 
home  for  their  scans  if  they  are  able  to  do  so. 

Ms.  Smith  gave  an  update  on  the  Environment  and  Natural  Resources  Forum  at 
the  Commonwealth  Club.  It  was  moderated  by  Matt  Smith  of  the  Center  for 
Investigative  Reporting.  He  began  with  an  overview  of  nuclear  materials  used 
by  the  military  since  the  end  of  World  War  II.  Other  speakers  included  Dr. 
George  Moore,  scientist-in-residence  and  professor  at  the  James  Martin  Center 
for  Nonproliferation  Studies  at  the  Monterey  Institute  for  International  Studies, 
and  Dr.  Kai  Vetter,  head  of  the  Applied  Physics  Program  at  Lawrence  Berkeley 
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National  Laboratory.  Ms.  Smith  said  her  take-away  from  the  forum  was  that 
radiation  exposure  from  living  on  Treasure  Island  is  not  above  health  and  safety 
levels.  She  also  said  it  would  be  beneficial  if  an  independent  entity  could 
perform  or  guide  the  necessary  scans  and  serve  as  a trusted  resource  for  the 
community.  She  added  the  Navy  should  be  as  honest  and  forthright  about  the 
cleanup  as  possible  to  help  restore  trust  from  the  community. 

BRAC  Cleanup  Team  (BCT)  Update 

Ms.  Sunga  listed  some  of  the  documents  that  DTSC  has  been  reviewing  since  the 
last  RAB  meeting.  They  assisted  CDPH  with  taking  samples  at  Site  31,  attended 
a site  torn  for  the  Five  Year  Review,  and  had  site  visits  with  the  Water  Board 
related  to  the  cleanup  at  Bigelow  Court.  Ms.  Zech  added  that  the  Water  Board  is 
hands  off  with  regard  to  radiological  issues  because  it  is  not  within  their 
purview,  but  they  are  paying  attention  to  make  sure  they  understand  the  issues. 
Ms.  Zech  said  the  Water  Board  had  some  training  regarding  CERCLA,  and  have 
also  been  reviewing  the  Site  24  Feasibility  Study  Addendum. 

Ms.  Smith  said  Envirostor  used  to  be  user-friendly  for  finding  documents. 
However,  recently  the  site  has  been  reorganized  and  it  is  very  difficult  to  find 
Treasure  Island  documents.  Recently  Ms.  Smith  was  unable  to  find  anything 
prior  to  2007.  Ms.  Sunga  said  the  installation  has  been  broken  into  subsites,  and 
historical  documents  should  be  found  under  the  main  Treasure  Island  heading. 
DTSC  has  uploaded  all  of  the  final  documents  that  they  have  received.  Ms. 
Sunga  said  nothing  has  been  removed;  if  it  was  there  before,  it  is  still  there.  Ms. 
Lundgren  said  she  has  also  found  Envirostor  difficult  to  use,  and  more  assistance 
in  locating  documents  would  be  appreciated. 

Question  and  Answer  Period 

Ms.  Smith  said  she  would  like  to  have  had  a presentation  and  comment  period 
related  to  the  Site  24  Feasibility  Study  Addendum  at  the  RAB  meeting.  Mr. 
Forman  encouraged  Ms.  Smith  to  call  him  directly  to  discuss  the  document,  and 
said  she  could  also  call  Mr.  Clark  and  the  Navy  remedial  project  manager, 
Danielle  Janda,  directly. 

Ms.  McHenry  said  she  has  found  black  mold  in  her  unit  and  asked  if  the  Navy  is 
part  of  that  remediation.  Mr.  Forman  said  TIDA,  through  a cooperative 
agreement  with  the  Navy,  is  responsible  for  that.  Ms.  McHenry  said  her 
bathroom  wall  was  ripped  out  and  an  acrylic  tub  was  placed  in  and  the  ceiling 
was  painted  because  of  black  mold.  She  is  concerned  that  she  was  exposed  to  the 
black  mold  when  the  remediation  was  done.  Mr.  Forman  suggested  that  Ms. 
McHenry  speak  to  Bob  Beck  (TIDA),  who  is  present  at  this  meeting,  about  the 
black  mold  issue. 


TRIE-2205-0038-0011 


Draft  Treasure  Island  Restoration  Advisory  Board 
Meeting  Minutes,  25  June  2014 
Page  11  of  11 

Future  Meeting  Agenda  Items 

Ms.  Smith  said  she  would  like  a presentation  about  the  Site  6 Record  of  Decision. 
Mr.  Forman  said  that  will  be  presented  at  the  next  RAB  meeting. 


Action  Items 


# 

Action  Item 

Due  Date 

Status 

1. 

Navy  will  locate  and  provide  the 
certification  that  the  backfill  pile 
is  acceptable  as  backfill. 

August  19,  2014 

Will  provide  at 
August  2014  RAB 
meeting 

2. 

The  Site  12  Remedial 
Investigation  distribution  to  Ms. 
Smith  will  be  confirmed  or  the 
document  will  be  re-sent. 

July  25,  2014 

Completed 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  10:15  pm. 


25  June  2014  RAB  Meeting  Handouts  [attached  when  minutes  are  finalized] 
© Attachment  A:  NAVSTA  TI  RAB  Meeting  No.  171  Agenda 
© Attachment  B:  Progress  on  Sites  at  Treasure  Island 
© Attachment  C:  Preview:  Final  Historical  Radiological  Assessment 
Supplemental  Technical  Memorandum 
© Attachment  D:  Document  Tracking  Sheet 
© Attachment  E:  Field  Schedule 
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NOTE  ON  CITATION  CONVENTIONS 


This  Petition  for  Review  uses  the  following  citation  conventions: 

© The  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”)  is  codified 
at  Public  Resources  Code  section  21000  et  seq.  All  statutory 
citations  are  to  CEQA  unless  otherwise  indicated,  and  shall  consist 
of  a section  symbol,  and  the  relevant  section  number  and 
subdivision.  For  example,  a citation  to  Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 
21080,  subd.  (e)(2),  appears  as:  § 21080(e)(2). 

© The  CEQA  Guidelines  are  codified  at  California  Code  of 

Regulations,  title  14,  chapter  3,  section  15000  et  seq.1 2  Citations  to 
the  Guidelines  shall  consist  of  “Guidelines,”  a section  symbol  and 
the  relevant  section  number  and  subdivision.  For  example  a citation 
to  Cal.  Code  Regs.,  tit.  14,  ch.  3,  § 15088.5,  subd.  (a)(4),  appears  as 
Guidelines,  § 15088.5(a)(4). 

• Citation  to  the  City  of  San  Francisco’s  Administrative  Record  shall 
consist  of  the  abbreviation  “AR”  followed  by  the  relevant  page 
number(s). 

• Citation  to  the  Appellant’s  Appendix  on  Appeal  shall  consist  of  the 
abbreviation  “AA”  followed  by  the  relevant  page  number(s). 

® Citation  to  Appellant’s  Opening  Brief  shall  consist  of  the 

abbreviation  “AOB”  followed  by  the  relevant  page  number(s). 
Citation  to  Appellant’s  Reply  Brief  shall  consist  of  the  abbreviation 
“ARB”  followed  by  the  relevant  page  number(s). 

® Citation  to  the  published  Court  of  Appeal  Opinion  below  that  is  the 

subject  of  this  Petition  for  Review  are  to  the  Slip  Opinion  as  filed  by 
the  Court  of  Appeal  on  July  7, 2014  (attached  at  Appendix  A to  this 
Petition),  and  shall  consist  of  the  abbreviation  “Slip  Op.”  followed 
by  the  relevant  page  number(s). 


1 The  Supreme  Court  has  not  decided  whether  the  Guidelines  constitute 
regulatory  mandates.  “At  a minimum,  however,  courts  should  afford  great 
weight  to  the  CEQA  Guidelines  except  wdien  a provision  is  clearly 
unauthorized  or  erroneous  under  CEQA.”  {Laurel  Heights  Improvement 
Assn.  v.  Regents  of  University  of  California  (1988)  47  Cal.3d  376,  391,  fn. 

2 [“ Laurel  Heights  T’].) 
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I.  QUESTIONS  PRESENTED  FOR  REVIEW 


1 . May  a CEQA  Lead  Agency  certify  an  EIR  that  conceptually 
analyzes  a hypothetical  model  of  how  development  might  occur  under  a 
general  plan  amendment  (Gov.  Code,  § 65358),  zoning  code  amendment 
(Gov.  Code,  § 65853),  development  agreement  (Gov.  Code,  § 65864),  and 
related  development  guidelines,  as  project-level  (sole  tier)  CEQA  review, 
rather  than  programmatic  (first  tier)  CEQA  review,  in  the  absence  of  any 
site-  or  parcel-specific  development  proposals  or  applications  setting  forth 
the  “accurate,  finite  and  stable”  details  of  the  future  development  projects 
that  will  seek  to  implement,  over  a 20  ye%r  horizon,  the  conceptual  policies 
and  guidance  contained  in  the  general  plan,  specific  plan  and  development 
guidelines  documents  analyzed  in  the  EIR? 

2.  Must  a CEQA  Lead  Agency  recirculate  a revised  Draft  EIR 

before  certifying  the  EIR  and  approving  the  proposed  CEQA  project,  where 
a new  potentially  significant  adverse  environmental  effect  that  would  result 
from  the  project  is  revealed  after  the  initial  Draft  EIR  has  been  circulated 
for  public  review? 
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B.  The  Recirculation  Issue. 


CEQA  requires  the  circulation  of  a revised  Draft  EXR  for  public 
review  and  comment  where  new,  potentially  significant  adverse 
environmental  effects  come  to  light  after  a lead  agency  circulates  its  initial 
Draft  EIR.  Summarily  incorporating  such  information  into  a Final  EIR 
and  then  approving  the  project  constitutes  a fundamental  violation  of 
CEQA’s  public  participation  and  informed  decisionmaking  procedures. 
(Guidelines,  § 15088.5(a)(1)  and  (a)(4);  Laurel  Heights  Improvement  Assn, 
v.  Regents  of  the  ZJniv.  of  Cal  (1993)  6 Cal.4th  1112,  1130  (“ Laurel 
Heights  IT  f Mountain  Lion  Coalition  v.  Fish  & Game  Com.  (1989)  214 
Cai.App.3d  1043,  1052.) 

The  City  violated  CEQA’s  procedures  by  failing  to  recirculate  a 
revised  Draft  EIR  addressing  potentially  significant,  adverse  effects  to 
vessel  safety  and  homeland  security  on  San  Francisco  Bay,  and  to  future 
residents  of  Treasure  Island,  that  could  result  from  tall  residential  towers 
built  on  Treasure  Island  under  the  plan  blocking  the  line  of  site  of  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard’s  (“USCG”)  Vessel  Tracking  System  (“VTS”) 
on  Yerba  Buena  Island  (“YBI”). 


IV.  FACTUAL  AND  PROCEDURAL  BACKGROUND 


The  background  facts  regarding  the  challenged  EIR,  Project  and 
proceedings  below  are  as  stated  at  pages  2-3  of  the  Opinion,  which 
Citizens’  incorporates  by  reference.  (Slip  Op.,  pp.  2-3.) 

V.  DISCUSSION 

The  Supreme  Court  may  order  review  “when  necessary  to  secure 
uniformity  of  decision  or  to  settle  an  important  question  of  law.”  (Rules  of 
Court,  rule  8.500(b)(1).) 

A.  Review  Should  Be  Granted  To  Settle  An  Important 
Question  Of  First  Impression  Regarding  The  Amount 
And  Type  Of  Information  That  Must  Be  Presented  To 
Certify  An  EIR  As  Constituting  Project-Level  (Sole  Tier) 
Versus  Programmatic  (First  Tier)  CEQA  Review. 

Review  of  the  Opinion  is  warranted  to  resolve  an  important  legal 
question  of  first  impression:2  do  CEQA’s  procedures  authorize  a CEQA 
lead  agency  to  certify  an  EIR  as  constituting  project-level  (sole  tier)  CEQA 
review,  rather  than  programmatic  (first  tier)  CEQA  review,  where  the 
proposed  actions  and  decisions  disclosed  and  analyzed  in  the  EIR  consist 
solely  of  policies  and  guidelines  intended  to  prospectively  guide  and 
regulate  the  formulation  and  approval  of  future  site-  and  parcel-specific 


2 “[Citizens]  fails  to  cite  any  authority  supporting  its  argument  that  the 
objective  of  creating  a legally  adequate  EIR  for  this  Project  could  only  be 
accomplished  by  the  use  of  a program  EEL  No  such  authority  exists.”  (Slip 
Op.,  P-  9.) 
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development  proposals,  and  where  the  “accurate,  finite  and  stable”  details 
of  such  site-  and  parcel-specific  project  proposals  will  only  be  formulated 
and  submitted  for  agency  review  after  certification  of  the  EIR  and  approval 
of  the  policies  and  guidelines  analyzed  therein? 

1.  The  EIR  Does  Not  Disclose  or  Analyze  Any  Site-  or 
Parcel-Specific  Development  Projects  Or  Their 
Impacts. 

There  is  no  dispute  on  the  underlying  point:  the  EIR  .at  issue  did  not 

disclose  or  analyze  any  site-  or  parcel-specific  development  proposal  or 

project.  As  stated  in  the  Opinion,  the  EIR  analyzes  policy  and  guidance 

documents  intended  to  guide  the  City’s  future  review  and  approval  of  site- 

and  parcel-specific  development  proposals  that  do  not  exist  and  are  not 

disclosed  in  the  EIR  challenged  in  this  action: 

the  EIR  describes  the  creation  of  a special  use  district  (SUD), 
which  establishes  zoning  districts  throughout  the  project  area, 
identifies  permitted  uses,  and  provides  detailed  standards 
applicable  to  development  within  each  district. 

Implementing  the  SUD  is  a document  entitled  “Treasure 
Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  Design  for  Development” 

(D4D).  The  D4D  contains  binding,  detailed  standards 
governing  virtually  every  aspect  of  Project  development, 
including  new  construction.  The  D4D  includes  apian 
showing  both  “fixed”  elements,  such  as  street  layouts,' and 
“conceptual  elements,”  such  as  "shapes  of  new  buildings  or 
specific  landscape  designs.” 

Taken  together,  the  SUD  and  D4D  provide  concrete 
information  regarding  building  heights,  mass,  bulk,  and 
design  specifications  [Citizens]  claims  is  lacking.  The  D4D 
establishes  specific  “flex  zones” — zoning  districts  in  which  a 
limited  number  of  towers  (taller  buildings)  may  be  located. 
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subject  to  the  maximum  height  limit  in  that  zoning  district. 

The  towers  are  also  subject  to  quantitative  standards  dictating 
separation,  bulk,  and  massing;  these  standards  dictate  the 
buildings’  relationship  to  one  another.  For  analysis  purposes, 
in  the  section  on  urban  design  and  visual  impacts, 
representative  towers  were  placed  in  each  tower  flex  zone  at 
the  maximum  height  proposed.  The  BIR  states  that,  for 
purposes  of  analysis,  maximum  development  is  assumed  to 
evaluate  the  environmental  impacts,  including  impacts  of  the 
Project  on  scenic  vistas.  As  designed,  the  “zoning  rules 
provide  limited  flexibility  about  siting  particular  buildings, 
while  maintaining  tight  controls  on  absolute  building  heights 
and  development  patterns.” 

The  SUD  and  D4D  also  include  specifications  for  the  street 
grid,  street  angles,  street  widths,  block  dimensions,  setbacks, 
curb  cuts,  and  a host  of  other  issues,  all  in  great  detail.  The 
Project’s  proposed  street  network  and  layout  are  shown  in 
Figure  II.  10  of  the  EIR.  The  D4D  provides  additional  details 
in  a section  entitled  “Specific  Street  Design  Layouts.” 

To  be  sure,  as  a matter  of  necessity  at  this  stage  in  the 
planning  process,  there  are  many  Project  features  that  are 
subject  to  future  revision,  and  quite  likely  will  be  the  subjects 
of  supplemental  review  before  the  final  Project  design  is 
implemented. 

However,  the  EIR  cannot  be  faulted  for  not  providing  detail 
that,  due  to  the  nature  of  the  Project,  simply  does  not  now 
exist,  (Guidelines,  § 15146  [“The  degree  of  specificity 
required  in  an  EIR  will  correspond  to  the  degree  of  specificity 
involved  in  the  underlying  activity  which  is  described  in  the 
EIR”].) 

(Slip  Op.,  pp.  14-16  [emphasis  added,  footnote  omitted].)  Most  notable  in 
the  foregoing  passage  is  the  Opinion’s  recognition  that  “at  this  stage  in  the 
planning  process,  there  are  many  Project  features  that  are  subject  to  future 
revision.”  (Id.,  p.  15.) 
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But  the  procedural  violation  asserted  by  Citizens  is  not  so  much  that 
there  may  be  “revisions”  to  the  policy  and  guidance  documents  that  were 
disclosed  and  analyzed  in  the  EIR  triggering  “supplemental”  CEQA  review 
under  § 21 166. 3 Rather,  the  procedural  violation  complained  of  is  the 
City’s  certification  of  the  EIR  as  constituting  project-level  (sole  tier)  CEQA 
review,  where  the  “accurate,  finite  and  stable”  details  required  to 
meaningfully  understand,  assess  and  mitigate  the  impacts  of  development 
under  the  proposed  policy  and  guidance  documents  to  a project-level  of 
detail — ie.,  regardless  of  whether  any  later  “revisions”  might  be  proposed 
to  those  policies  and  guidance — do  not  exist  and  were  not  disclosed  or 
analyzed  in  the  EIR.  (AOB,  pp.  24-26  [lack  of  project  level  detail 
regarding  traffic  and  public  safety  impacts  or  mitigation  measures];  26-32 
[lack  of  project  level  detail  regarding  hazardous  materials  impacts  or 
mitigation  measures];  32-33  [lack  of  project  level  detail  regarding  tideland 
trust  resource  impacts  or  mitigation  measures];  33-36  [lack  of  project  level 
detail  regarding  impacts  to  historic  resources] .)  In  turn,  the  EIR’s  lack  of 
project  level  disclosure  or  detail  resulted  in  numerous  City,  state,  and 
federal  agencies— including  the  Unites  States  Coast  Guard  (“USCG”), 
CalTrans,  San  Francisco  Metropolitan  Transportation  Authority  (SFMTA), 

3 Citizens  acknowledged  that  if  the  City  had  chosen  to  certify  the  EIR’s 
analysis  of  the  proposed  policy  and  guidance  documents  as  constituting 
programmatic  (first  tier)  CEQA  review,  it  is  possible  that  the  EIR  might 
have  been  adequate.  (AOB,  pp.  41-42.) 


and  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  (SFFD) — -respectively  reserving  their 
rights  to  review  future  site-  and  parcel-specific  development  and 
infrastructure  proposals  when  such  details  are  formulated  and  disclosed  to 
impose  “conditions”  (a.k.a.,  CEQA  “mitigation  measures55  [Guidelines,  § 
15370])  to  reduce  impacts  that  could  not  be  determined  at  the  time  of  the 
EIR’s  certification  and  approval  of  the  City’s  policy  and  guidance 
documents  disclosed  and  analyzed  therein.  (AOB,  pp.  25-26.) 

The  City’s  response  regarding  impacts  to  historic  resources,  in 
particular,  crystallizes  Citizens’  point:  “[rjather  than  analyze  a specific  mix 
of  uses,  the  EIR’s  discussion  of  impacts  on  historical  resources  analyzes  a 
regulatory  program....  It  would  be  speculative  to  analyze  the  impacts  of 
uses  on  historical  resources  in  the  absence  of  specific  architectural  design 
proposals....”  (AR161 190;  See  AOB,  pp.  33-36.) 

The  EIR’s  lack  of  site-  or  parcel-specific  development  project  details 
or  information  regarding  matters  such  as  the  precise  location,  number  and 
height  of  tall  towers  also  made  it  impossible,  at  the  time  of  the  EIR’s 
certification  and  the  City’  s approval  of  its  policy  and  guidance  documents, 
to  ascertain  how  future  development  projects  seeking  to  implement  such 
policies  and  guidance  would  affect,  inter  alia, USCG’s  VTS  on  YBI 
(AR161 610-161 611);  exposure  of  residents  to  unacceptable  noise  levels 
(AR12820-12821  [building  location  and  orientation  essential  to  assessing 
interior  noise  level  and  mitigating  design  features]);  and  hazardous  wind 
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conditions  (AR12970,  12978, 12987  [“specific  wind  speed  and/or 
hazard... is  strongly  influenced  by  nearby  structures....  The  details  of  the 
EIR’s  results  come  from  testing  a specific  model  design — the  [illustrative] 
representative  massing  model  of  the  [D4D]....  However  the  Proposed 
Project  would  allow  for  some  flexibility  in  the  shape  and  precise  location  of 
the  towers....  [Slome  changes  in  building  configurations... could  produce 
major  differences  in  wind  conditions.”  (emphasis  added)],  12996-13002 
[building  location  and  orientation  necessary  to  determine  impacts  on  wind 
speeds]).  (AOB,  pp.  36-41) 

As  summed  up  in  Citizens5  briefs  (AOB,  pp.  38-39;  ARB,  pp.  37- 
41),  there  is  no  dispute  that  the  Design  for  Development  (D4D)  document 
adopted  by  the  City  sets  forth  the  development  guidelines  and  parameters 
used  for  the  EIR’s  disclosure  and  analysis.  However,  the  D4D  does  not 
provide  “accurate”  or  “stable”  project-level  details  of  an  unspecified 
number  of  site-  and  parcel-specific  development  projects  that  did  not  exist 
at  the  time  of  the  EIR’s  certification,  and  that  will  only  prospectively  be 
serially  formulated  and  submitted  by  the  developer  over  the  plan’s  20-year 
development  horizon: 

© The  D4D  expressly  states  that  it  presents  just  one, 

possible  “Illustrative  Plan”  of  how  TI  could  potentially 
be  developed  within  the  parameters  of  the  Plan. 

(AR166119.) 
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» The  D4D  states  that  “specific  roadway  locations,  open 
space  configurations  and  final  dimensions  may  vary” 
from  the  D4D’s  conceptual  design.  (AR166216.) 

© The  D4D’s  diagram  and  discussion  of  development 
blocks  and  mid-block  easements  (AR1 66275)  states 
that  the  “stated  dimensions  are  subject  to  change  by 
the  final  Tentative  Map”  and  that  the  “[ejasements  are 
permitted  anywhere  and  in  any  configuration  within 
the  allowable  easement  zone.”  (ART 66274.) 

© The  D4D’s  discussion  of  a proposed  Sports  Park  posits 
“two  possible  extreme”  alternatives.  The  Park  may  be 
a 40-acre  tournament  facility  for  league  tournaments 
and  local  league  sports  to  be  operated  by  a private 
company  that  “may  require  large  areas  of  the  fields  to 
be  artificial  turf.”  (AR1  66202.)  Or,  the  Sports  Park 
might  be  a 25-acre  facility  to  be  used  by  local  leagues, 
community  groups  and  families,  and  that  may  or  may 
not  include  any  artificial  turf.  {Id.) 

© The  D4D  establishes  “flex  zoning”  for  TI,  under  which 
building  envelope  and  height  limits  may  vary  and  are 
not  individually  specified  for  any  particular  building. 

Under  this  flex  zoning,  conceptual  building  height 
limits  on  TI  vary  horn  as  low  as  40’  up  to  125’. 

(AR8859.) 

« The  D4D  also  includes  several  “Tower  Flex  Zones,”  in 
which  building  height  limits  may  be  more  than  tripled, 
to  240’,  315s  and  4505.  (AR8859.)  But  the  D4D 
provides  no  “accurate,  finite  or  stable”  information  on 
the  actual  numbers,  locations,  or  heights  of  these  “up 
to”  240’,  315’,  and  450’  buildings.  {Inyo  7,  supra , 71 
Cal.App.3d  at  193.) 

The  image  at  page  22  of  Respondents’  appeal  brief  (AR12559)  titled 
“Proposed  Representative  Massing  Diagram”  confirms  these  uncertainties, 
depicting  an  array  of  ghost  wire  frames  spanning  the  west  and  south  sides 
of  Treasure  Island,  anywhere  within  which  an  unspecified  number  of  tall 
towers  of  unknown  height  and  location  may  be  proposed  and  constructed: 
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FIGURE  KB-tB:  PROPOSED  REPRESENTATIVE  MASSING  DIAGRAM 


Similarly  AR166287  shows  two  substantially  different  “possible” 


tower  numbers  and  configurations  that  could  satisfy  the  D4D!s  conceptual 
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guidance  and  requirements. 
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This,  of  course  is  all  because  the  DEIR  simulations  “do  not  represent 
any  specific  design  or  exact  location  for  individual  buildings,  which  would 
be  determined  in  the  future....”  (AR12557.) 

Accordingly,  the  D4D,  on  its  own  terms,  lacks  “accurate”  and 
“stable”  information  allowing  the  public,  the  City,  or  other  agencies  to 
understand,  at  a protect  level  of  detail  whether  tall  buildings  on  Treasure 
Island  will,  or  will  not,  result  in  adverse  public  safety,  noise,  or  wind 
hazard  impacts,  and  whether  and  what  measures  must  be  implemented  to 
avoid  such  impacts.  (A  OB  :3 9-40;  California  Oak  Foundation  v.  Regents  of 
University  of  California  (2010)  188  Cal.App.4th  227,  269-271  [project 
description  must  contain  sufficient  detail  to  allow  analysis  of  potential 
environmental  effects  of  proposed  project].)  The  precise  location,  number 
and  height  of  tall  buildings  to  be  built  on  Treasure  Island  affects  a range  of 
resources,  including,  the  safe  and  effective  operation  of  USCG’s  VTS  on 
YBI  (See  AOB,  p p.  24-26;  AR161606;  AR161608;  AR161611;  AR161616- 
161617; );  exposure  of  residents  to  unacceptable  noise  levels  (AOB,  p.  39; 
AR12820-12821);  and  exposure  of  people  and  structures  to  hazardous  wind 
conditions  (AOB,  pp.  39-40;  AR12970,  AR12978,  AR12987;  AR13001- 
13302.) 
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2.  The  Opinion  Is  Wrong  In  Asserting  That  Program 
and  Project  Level  Certification  Of  An  EIR  Are 
Semantic  Labels  With  No  Legal  or  Practical 
Difference. 

Review  should  be  granted  to  correct  the  Opinion’s  erroneous  ruling 
of  law  that  there  is  no  legal  or  practical  difference  between  the  amount  of 
disclosure  and  analysis  required  of  project-level  (sole  tier)  and 
programmatic  (first  tier)  CEQA  review.  (Slip  Op.  pp.  7-13.)  On  this  point, 
the  Opinion  states: 

[Citizens]  repeatedly  claims  that  CEQA  was  violated  because 
“the  EIR  fails  to  provide  project-level  disclosure  or  analysis.” 

But,  the  level  of  detail  in  an  EIR  is  driven  by  the  nature  of  the 
project,  not  the  label  attached.  “It  is  the  substance,  rather  than 
the  form,  of  [the  environmental]  document  which  determines 
' its  nature  and  validity.  [Citations.]”  ( Natural  Resources 
Defense  Council,  Inc.  v.  California  Coastal  Zone 
Conservation  Com. (1916)  57  Cal.App.3d  76,  91.)  As  a 
general  statement  of  CEQA  practice,  “[t]he  degree  of 
specificity  required  in  an  EIR  will  correspond  to  the  degree  of 
specificity  involved  in  the  underlying  activity  which  is 
described  in  the  EIR....  An  EIR  on  a construction  project  will 
necessarily  be  more  detailed  in  the  specific  effects  of  the 
project  than  will  be  an  EIR  on  the  adoption  of  a local  general 
plan....”  (Guidelines,  § 15146.)  Recently,  it  was  reaffirmed, 

‘“the  sufficiency  of  an  EIR  is  to  be  reviewed  in  the  light  of 
what  is  reasonably  feasible.’  [Citation.]”  (San  Diego  Citizenry 
Group  v.  County  ofScm  Diego  (2013)  219  Cal.App.4th  1, 21, 
quoting  Guidelines,  § 15151.) 

Courts  have  looked  not  for  perfection  but  for  adequacy, 
completeness,  and  a good  faith  effort  at  full  disclosure. 

(Guidelines,  § 15151;  see  Eureka  Citizens  for  Responsible 
Government  v.  City  of  Eureka  (2007)  147  Cal.App.4th  357, 

372;  Rio  Vista  Farm  Bureau  Center  v.  County  of  Solano 
(1992)  5 Cal.App.4th  351,  368  (Rio  Vista  Farm  Bureau).) 
Accordingly,  the  question  is  not  whether  a program  EIR 
should  have  been  prepared  for  this  Project,  but  instead, 
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whether  the  EIR  addressed  the  environmental  impacts  of  this 
Project  to  a “degree  of  specificity”  consistent  with  the 
underlying  activity  being  approved  through  the  EIR. 

(Guidelines,  §§  15146,  15168,  subd.  (c)(5).)  Additionally,  in 
reviewing  [Citizens’]  challenge  to  this  EIR,  it  is 
unconstructive  to  ask  whether  the  EIR  provided  “project- 
level”  as  opposed  to  “program-level”  detail  and  analysis. 

Instead,  we  focus  on  whether  the  EIR  provided  “decision 
makers  with  sufficient  analysis  to  intelligently  consider  the 
environmental  consequences  of  [the]  project.”  {[In  re  Bay- 
Delta  Programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Repo rt 
Coordinated  Proceedings  (2008)  43  Cal.4th  1143,  1175  {Bay 
Delta)].)  If  these  questions  are  answered  affirmatively,  the 
EIR  is  legally  sufficient,  regardless  of  whether  it  is  a project 
or  a program  EIR. 

(Slip  Op.,  pp.  12-13.) 

First,  even  as  the  Opinion  asserts  that  it  is  purportedly 
“unconstructive  to  ask  whether  [an]  EIR  providefs]  ‘project-level5  as 
opposed  to  ‘program-level5  detail  and  analysis,”  (M,p.  13),  the  Opinion 
recognizes  and  cites  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15146  for  the  proposition 
that  “[t]he  degree  of  specificity  required  in  an  EIR  will  correspond  to  the 
degree  of  specificity  involved  in  the  underlying  activity  which  is  described 
in  the  EIR....  An  EIR  on  a construction  project  will  necessarily  be  more 
detailed  in  the  specific  effects  of  the  project  than  will  be  an  EIR  on  the 
adoption  of  a local  general  plan...”  {Id.,  p.  12). 

Of  course,  this  is  and  was  Citizen’s  exact  point  on  appeal:  given  the 
amount  and  quality  of  information  the  City’s  EIR  did  contain,  the  City’s 
EIR  could  only  be  properly  certified  as  a programmatic  EIR,  at  best,  under 
CEQA’s  public  participation  and  informed  decisionmaking  procedures. 
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The  EIR  does  not  provide  the  “more  detailed”  environmental  analysis 
(Guidelines,  §15146)  required  to  address  each  and  every  individual,  site- 
specific  construction  project  and  activity  (§  21065.3)  that  will  prospectively 
be  formulated,  submitted  and  approved  over  the  next  20  years  to 
incrementally  and  actually  change  the  physical  environment  of  Treasure 
Island  from  a contaminated  Naval  Base  with  1,425  residents,  to  a new  city 
of  18,640  residents.  Rather,  the  EIR  contains  only  a broad  brush, 
conceptual  analysis  of  “general  matters  and  environmental  effects”  (§ 
21068.5)  associated  with  the  adoption  of  general  plan  policies,  zoning 
amendments  and  development  guidelines  intended  to  guide  the  applicant’s 
prospective  formulation  and  the  City’s  prospective  evaluation  of  future  site- 
specific  development  projects  and  proposals  seeking  to  implement  the 
general  plan,  zoning,  and  development  guideline  policies  and  guidance 
generally  analyzed  in  the  EIR. 

Second,  the  Opinion’s  assertion  that  “the  same  substantial  evidence 
standard  applies  to  subsequent  environmental  review  for  a project  reviewed 
in  a program  EIR  or  a project  EIR”  and  corresponding  attempt  to 
distinguish  the  contrary  ruling  of  Sierra  Club  v.  County  of  Sonoma  (1992)  6 
Cal.App.4th  1307  on  the  point  are  wrong  as  a matter  of  law.  (Slip.  Op.,  pp. 
10-11.)  The  Opinion  limits  Sierra  Club  to  its  facts,  asserting  the  Sierra 
Club  court  applied  the  “fair  argument”  standard  solely  because  the  program 
EIR  at  issue  in  that  case  did  not  assess  the  mining  company’s  later  proposal 
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to  mine  land  designated  agricultural.  (Slip  Op.,  pp.  10-11.)  Not  so.  The 
Sierra  Club  court’s  rationale  on  the  point  that  the  “fair  argument”  standard 
governs  tiered  environmental  review  is  based  upon  the  Sierra  Club  court’s 
construction  of  the  plain  language  of  section  21094,  subdivision  (c).  As 
explained  in  Sierra  Club : 

CEQA  directs  agencies  to  “tier”  EIR's  whenever  feasible,  in 
pail  to  streamline  regulatory  procedures  and  eliminate 
repetitive  discussions  of  the  same  issues  in  successive  EIR’s. 

(§  21093;  Las  Virgenes  Homeowners  Federation,  Inc.  v. 

County  of  Los  Angeles  (1986)  177  Cal.App.3d  300,  307  [223 
Cal.Rptr.  18].)  Section  21068.5  defines  “tiering”  as  the 
“coverage  of  general  matters  and  environmental  effects  in  an 
[EIR]  prepared  for  a policy,  plan,  program  or  ordinance 
followed  by  narrower  or  site-specific  [EIR's]  which 
incorporate  by  reference  the  discussion  in  any  prior  [EIR]  and 
which  concentrate  on  the  environmental  effects  which  (a)  are 
capable  of  being  mitigated;  or  (b)  were  not  analyzed  as 
significant  effects  on  the  environment  in  the  prior  [EIR].” 

(See  Guidelines,  § 15152,  italics  added.) 

Section  21094  states  the  procedure  to  be  followed  for  tiered 
EIR's.  Subdivision  (a)  provides  in  pertinent  part:  “Where  a 
prior  [EIR]  has  been  prepared  and  certified  for  a program  [or] 
plan,  ...  the  lead  agency  for  a later  project  that  meets  the 
requirements  of  this  section  shall  examine  significant  effects 
of  the  later  project  upon  the  environment  by  using  a tiered 
[EIR],  except  that  the  report  on  the  later  project  need  not 
examine  those  effects  which  the  lead  agency  determines 
were...examined  at  a sufficient  level  of  detail  in  the  prior 
[EIR]....”  Of  particular  significance  to  the  present  appeal, 
subdivision  (c)  provides:  “For  purposes  of  compliance  with 
this  section,  an  initial  study  shall  be  prepared  to  assist  the  lead 
agency  in  making  the  determinations  required  by  this  section. 

The  initial  study  shall  analyze  whether  the  later  project  may 
cause  significant  effects  on  the  environment  that  were  not 
examined  in  the  prior  [EIR].”  (Italics  added.) 


17 


The  italicized  language  is  unlike  that  of  the  restrictive 
wording  of  section  21166,  and  is  instead  nearly  identical  to 
that  of  section  21151:  “All  local  agencies  shall  prepare... an 
[EER]  on  any  project... which  may  have  a significant  effect  on 
the  environment (Italics  added.)  As  we  have  discussed,  the 
latter  section  has  been  construed  to  establish  a low  threshold 
and  require  an  BIR  whenever  substantial  evidence  indicates 
that  Hie  action  arguably  will  have  an  adverse  environmental 
impact,  even  if  there  is  also  contrary  evidence.  It  appears 
from  the  Legislature's  use  of  similar  language  in  section 
21094,  subdivision  (c),  that  it  intended  to  establish  a similar 
low  threshold  for  an  agency's  determination  whether  to 
prepare  a new  EIR  on  a later  new  project  which  follows 
certification  of  a program  or  plan  EIR.  In  other  words,  if  there 
is  substantial  evidence  in  the  record  that  the  later  project  may 
arguably  have  a significant  adverse  effect  on  the  environment 
which  was  not  examined  in  the  prior  program  EIR,  doubts 
must  be  resolved  in  favor  of  environmental  review  and  the 
agency  must  prepare  a new  tiered  EIR,  notwithstanding  the 
existence  of  contrary  evidence. 

We  have  not  overlooked  subdivision  (b)  of  section  21094, 
which  provides  in  pertinent  part,  “This  section  applies  only  to 
a later  project  which  the  lead  agency  determines  ...  is  not 
subject  to  Section  21166.”  Thus  by  its  own  terms,  section 
21094  does  not  apply  to  later  projects  which  are  subject  to 
section  21166.  (See  also  Guidelines,  § 15168,  subd.  (c)(2)  [“If 
the  agency  finds  that  pursuant  to  [Guidelines]  Section  15162, 
no  new  effects  could  occur  ...  the  agency  can  approve  die 
activity  as  being  within  the  scope  of  the  project  covered  by 
the  program  EIR,  and  no  new  environmental  document  would 
be  required.”].)  But  section  21166  and  its  companion  section 
of  the  Guidelines  appear  to  control  only  when  the  question  is 
whether  more  than  one  EIR  must  be  prepared  for  what  is 
essentially  the  same  project. 

(i Sierra  Club}  supra , 6 Cal.App.4th  atpp.  1318-20  [italics  in  original].) 

To  the  extent  the  Opinion  cites  and  relies  on  cases  that  neither 
consider  nor  give  effect  to  the  plain  language  of  section  21094(c),  it  must 
be  rejected.  (Compare  Slip  Op.,  p.  10,  citing  Citizens  for  Responsible 
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Equitable  Environmental  Development  v.  City  of  San  Diego  Redevelopment 
Agency  (2005)  134  Cal.App.4th  598,  610,  Latinos  Unidos  deNapa  v.  City 
of  Napa  (2013)  221  Cal.App.4th  192, 201-20,  and  Santa  Teresa  Citizen 
Action  Group  v.  City  of  San  Jose  (2003)  1 14  Cal.App.4th  689,  704,  with, 
e.g.,  Klein  v.  U.S.  (2010)  50  Cal.4th  68,  80  [“courts  must  strive  to  give 
meaning  to  every  word  in  a statute  and  to  avoid  constructions  that  render 
words,  phrases,  or  clauses  superfluous”].  Imperial  Merchant  Sei*vices,  Inc . 
v.  Hunt  (2009)  47  Cal.4th  381,  390  [same].  People  v.  Guzman  (2005)  35 
Cal.4th  577,  588  [same],  and  Appeal  of  Houghton  (1871)  42  Cal.  35,  55 
[same].) 

In  sum,  the  Opinion  allows  the  City  to  put  a thumb  on  the  scale 
when  it  decides  whether  the  major-phase  and  sub-phase  applications  require 
preparation  of  anEIR  by  using  section  21 166's  EIR-disfavoring 
“substantial  evidence”  test,  rather  than  section  21094(c)'s  EIR-favoring 
“fair  argument”  test.  Under  section  21166,  after  a project-level  (sole  tier) 
EIR  has  been  certified,  then  if  there  is  a further  proposed  change  to  the 
“project”  the  agency  first  makes  a factual  finding  whether  the  proposed 
change  was  “addressed,  known,  [or]  adequately  covered”  by  the  prior  EIR. 

( Latinos  Unidos,  supra,  221  Cal.App.4th,  at  p.  203.)  Stated  otherwise,  the 
agency  makes  a factual  finding  whether  the  proposed  change  was 
“specifically  addressed”  in  the  prior  EIR.  {Natural  Resources  Defense 
Council,  supra,  103  Cal.App.4th,  atp.  285.) 
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If  the  agency  makes  the  factual  finding  that  the  proposed  subsequent 
activities  are  within  the  scope  of  the  prior,  project-level  EIR,  then  Public 
Resources  Code  section  21 166  prohibits  an  agency  from  requiring 
additional  environmental  review  in  an  EIR  on  that  project  unless  the  agency 
makes  a factual  determination  that  there  have  been  substantial  changes  in 
the  project,  substantial  changes  in  the  circumstances  surrounding  the 
project,  or  new  information  of  substantial  importance  becomes  available. 

(§  21166;  Guidelines,  § 15162(a).)  The  court  reviews  both  of  these  factual 
findings  to  determine  whether  “substantial  evidence”  supports  the  agency’s 
findings.  {Latinos  Unidos,  supra,  221  Cal.App.4th,  at  pp.  202-204;  Mani 
Brothers  Real  Estate  Group  v.  City  of  Los  Angeles  (2007)  153  Cal.App.4th 
1385,  1398.) 

The  contrary  preference  for  sequential,  tiered  EIRs  under  CEQA’s 

‘fair  argument”  standard  is  reflected  in  section  21093: 

CEQA  directs  agencies  to  ‘tier’  EIR’s  whenever  feasible,  in 
part  to  streamline  regulatory  procedures  and  eliminate 
repetitive  discussions  of  the  same  issues  in  successive  EIR’s. 

(§  21093;  []  Section  21068.5  defines  ‘tiering’  as  the 
‘coverage  of  general  matters  and  environmental  effects  in  an 
[EIR]  prepared  for  a policy,  plan,  program  or  ordinance 
followed  by  narrower  or  site-specific  [EIR's]  which 
incorporate  by  reference  the  discussion  in  any  prior  [EIR]  and 
which  concentrate  on  the  environmental  effects  which  (a)  are 
capable  of  being  mitigated,  or  (b)  were  not  analyzed  as 
significant  effects  on  the  environment  in  the  prior  [EIR].’ 

(See  Guidelines,  § 15152,  italics  added.) 
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{Center  for  Sierra  Nevada  Conservation  v.  County  of  El  Dorado  (2012)  202 
CaLApp.4th  1156,  1171-1172  {CSNC).  See  also  §§  21068.5,  21093-21095; 
Guidelines,  § 15385.)  After  a programmatic  (first  tier)  EIRhas  been 
certified,  then  when  a later  site-  or  parcel-specific  proposal  is  made  in 
furtherance  of  the  plan  or  program  at  issue,  the  agency  first  makes  a factual 
finding  whether  the  significant  effects  of  the  new  proposal  (1)  will  be 
mitigated  or  avoided  as  a result  of  the  prior  environmental  impact  report  or 
(2)  were  examined  at  a sufficient  level  of  detail  in  the  prior  environmental 
impact  report.  (§  20194(a).)  If  the  significant  effects  of  the  later  site- or 
parcel-specific  proposal  seeking  to  implement  the  plan  or  program  are  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  first-tier  EIR,  then  Public  Resources  Code  section 
21094  requires  the  lead  agency  to  prepare  an  initial  study  to  determine  if 
the  later  project  may  cause  significant  environmental  effects  not  examined 
in  the  first-tier  EIR.  If  the  later  project  may  cause  such  effects,  the  lead 
agency  must  prepare  another  EIR.  (§  21094(a)  and  (c);  Guidelines,  § 
15152(f).) 

Addressing  this  situation,  Sierra  Club,  supra,  6 Cal.App.4th,  at  pp. 
1320-1321,  stated: 

The  evidence  does  not  support  a determination  that  Syar's 
proposed  site-specific  project  was  either  the  same  as  or  within 
the  scope  of  the  project,  program,  or  plan  described  in  the 
program  EIR. ...  Therefore,  section  21166  was  inapplicable, 
and  the  County  was  obligated  by  section  21094,  subdivision 
(c),  to  consider  whether  Syar's  site-  specific  new  project 
might  cause  significant  effects  on  the  environment  that  were 
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not  examined  in  the  prior  program  EIR.  If  there  was 
substantial  evidence  in  the  record  that  the  project  may 
arguably  have  such  effects,  the  County  should  have  required 
preparation  of  a tiered  EIR,  notwithstanding  the  existence  of 
contrary  evidence,  including  contrary  expert  opinions. 

(See  also  Friends  of  Mammoth  v.  Town  of  Mammoth  Lakes  Redevelopment 

Agency  (2000)  82  Cal.App.4th  511,  527-529  [“If  the  subsequent  project  is 

not  consistent  with  the  program  or  plan,  it  is  treated  as  a new  project  and 

must  be  fully  analyzed  in  a project-or  another  tiered  EIR  if  it  may  have  a 

significant  effect  on  the  environment”].)  The  court  determines  whether  a 

proposed  new  site-  or  parcel-specific  activity  is  a separate  project  as  a 

matter  of  law,  and  if  a newly  proposed  site-  or  parcel-specific  activity  is  a 

separate  project,  the  “fair  argument”  test  should  apply  to  an  agency's 

decision  whether  to  require  a tiered  EIR  for  the  later  project.  {CSNC, 

supra,  202  Cal.App.4th  at  1171-1172). 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  the  question  of  whether  the  “fair  argument” 

standard  favoring  preparation  of  an  EIR  for  later-tiered  CEQA  review  (§ 

21094(c)),  or  the  more  restrictive  “substantial  evidence”  standard 

disfavoring  preparation  of  a subsequent  or  supplemental  EIR  (§  21166), 

will  apply  to  future,  site-specific  project  level  development  proposals  and 

applications  for  Treasure  Island  is  a critical  one,  requiring  that  tills  Court 

grant  review  to  correct  the  Opinion’s  aberrant  decision  on  the  point.  Even 

as  the  Opinion  lauds  the  purported  “extensive  detail”  provided  in  the  EIR’s 


22 


> 


project  description  and  the  City’s  D4D  guidelines,4  those  documents,  on 
their  own  terms  only  present  an  “illustrative  plan”  of  how  the  future 
development  of  Treasure  Island  may  (or  may  not)  play  out  over  the  next  20 
years  under  the  general  plan  amendment,  zoning  amendment,  development 
agreement  and  development  guidelines  that  constitute  the  “project” 
analyzed  in  the  EIR.  As  already  explained  (See  Part  V.A.  1,  supra),  the 
City’s  administrative  record  and  EIR  reveal,  time  and  again,  that  a range  of 
impacts  associated  with  development  that  could  fall  within  the  parameters 
of  the  general  plan,  zoning,  and  development  guidance  adopted  by  the  City 


4 The  Opinion’s  attempt  to  distinguish  Inyo  I,  supra,  71  Cal.App.3d  185, 
fails.  The  Opinion  reasons  that,  “in  County  of  Inyo,  the  parameters  of  the 
} proposed  project  itself  were  unclear.  Initially,  that  EIR  described  the 

project  as  a 51-cubic-feet-per-second  increase  in  subsurface  pumping  to 
supply  water  used  in  the  Owens  Valley.  (Id.  at  p.  1 89.)  The  EIR,  however, 
went  on  to  analyze  a project  far  greater  in  scope,  including  much  higher 
rates  of  pumping  and  vast  infrastructure  needed  to  deliver  water  to  Los 
Angeles  County.  (Id.  at.  p.  190.)  Thus,  the  problem  with  the  EIR  in  Inyo  I 
was  that  the  project  description  changed  throughout  the  document  itself.” 
(Slip  Op.,  p.  16.)  As  already  explained  at  Part  V.A.1,  supra , the  only  thing 
“clear”  about  the  EIR’s  “project”  description  in  this  case  Is  its  similar 
waffling  on  practically  every  site-  and  parcel-specific  detail  of  how 
development  of  Treasure  Island  will  actually  be  implemented  over  the  next 
20  years  under  the  policy  and  guidance  documents  considered  in  the  EIR: 
roadway  locations  and  mid-block  easement  dimensions  may,  or  may  not,  be 
implemented  as  described  in  the  conceptual  plan;  the  proposed  park  may  be 
40  acres,  or  it  may  be  25  acres;  tall  buildings  of  unspecified  location  and 
height  might,  or  might  not,  block  the  Coast  Guard’s  Vessel  Tracking 
System  on  YBI.  In  sum  the  only  thing  certain  about  the  “project”  described 
in  the  EIR  is  that  the  “accurate,  finite  and  stable”  details  of  what  will 
actually  be  built  on  Treasure  Island  over  the  next  20  years  is  not  presented 
in  the  EIR,  and  has  yet  to  be  formulated  or  revealed  to  the  City’s 
decisionmakers  or  the  public.  (Inyo  I,  supra,  11  Cal.App.3d  atp.  193.  See 
1 Part  V.A.l,  supra.) 
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were  not  disclosed  or  analyzed  in  the  EIR,  and  cannot  meaningfully  be 
determined,  analyzed  or  mitigated  until  the  developer  submits  the  later 
major-phase  and  sub-phase  applications  that  will  describe  the  specific 
infrastructure  and  development  projects  it  wants  to  build  on  Treasure  Island 
over  the  plan’s  20-year  planning  horizon. 

B.  Review  Should  Be  Granted  To  Secure  Uniformity  Of 
Decision  On  The  Well  Established  Point  That  a Lead 
Agency  Must  Recirculate  a Revised,  Draft  EIR,  Where  A 
New,  Potentially  Significant  Environmental  Effect  Is 
Identified  After  The  Initial  Draft  EIR  Is  Circulated  for 
Public  Review. 

Review  should  also  be  granted  secure  uniformity  of  the  courts’ 
resolution  of  this  case  with  the  CEQA  Guidelines’  requirements  regarding 
the  circumstances  requiring  recirculation  of  a revised  Draft  EIR 
(Guidelines,  § 15088.5)  and  the  courts’  prior  precedent  on  the  point  in  cases 
such  as  Mountain  Lion  Coalition,  supra,  214  Cal.App.3d  1043. 

The  City  violated  CEQA’s  procedures  by  failing  to  circulate  a 
revised  DEIR  disclosing  adverse  public  health  and  safety  impacts  that  its 
general  plan,  zoning  and  development  guidance  documents  may  have  due 
to  their  potential  to  block  USCG’s  VTS  on  YBI,  or  the  new  CEQA 
mitigation  measures  added  to  the  City’s  D4D  document  in  response  to  this 
“significant  new  information.”  (AOB,  p.  51,  citing  Guidelines,  §§ 
15088.5(a)(1),  (a)(4);  ARl'60724-160725;  165628-165630;  7AA67:1071- 
1073;  13AA90: 1886- 1887.) 
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After  circulation  of  the  Draft  EIR,  USCG  identified  a new, 

potentially  significant  adverse  environmental  impact,  nowhere  disclosed  or 

analyzed  in  the  DEIR:  buildings  taller  than  300’  on  TI  might  block  USCG’s 

YTS,  thus  posing  potential  adverse  impacts  to  1)  public  safety  and 

homeland  security  on  the  San  Francisco  Bay;  and  2)  the  residents  or 

occupants  of  such  buildings,  due  to  electronic  and  radio  interference. 

(AR15254.)  As  the  USCG  explained: 

the  Vessel  Traffic  Sendee  (VTS)  maintains  facilities  on  YBI 
that  provide  direct  radar,  radio,  and  visual  contact  with  all 
vessels  in  the  major  shipping  channels  to  the  Ports  of  Oakland 
and  Richmond.  These  facilities  may  be  negatively  impacted 
by  the  proposed  project.  Buildings  over  300  feet  in  height  on 
Treasure  Island  may  eliminate  the  direct  contact  currently 
provided  by  the  existing  VTS  facilities,  creating  an 
unacceptable  maritime  risk  to  both  the  vessels  and  the  public 
without  mitigation.  The  operation  of  the  VTS  equipment  may 
also  create  electronic  and  radio  interference,  which  may 
negatively  impact  Treasure  Island  residents  on  higher  floors 
of  the  proposed  buildings.  To  resolve  these  issues,  the  USCG 
is  prepared  to  work  with  the  developers  to  identify 
appropriate  locations  on  Treasure  Island  for  additional  USCG 
facilities  to  maintain  direct  radio  and  radar  contact  with 
vessels  in  the  navigable  waters  of  the  Bay.  Any  new  facilities 
required  by  the  USCG  would  be  owned  by  the  USCG,  though 
their  construction  costs  should  be  paid  for  by  the  developer. 

(AR15254.) 

The  first  time  revelation  of  these  potentially  significant  adverse 
effects5  after  the  DEIR  had  been  circulated  for  public  review,  triggered 


5 In  a footnote,  the  Opinion  observes  that  there  is  no  evidence  in  the  record 
that  the  adverse  effects  to  vessel  safety,  homeland  security  or  residents  of 
tall  buildings  on  Treasure  Island  identified  in  the  Coast  Guard’s  comment 
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CEQA’s  mandatory  recirculation  procedures  in  order  to  1)  allow  the  public 
to  meaningfully  respond  in  a renewed  public  comment  period;  and  2) 
ensure  that  the  City  considers  and  respond  to  any  such  public  comments  in 
the  FEIR.  (§§  21091,  21092,  21092.1;  Guidelines,  §§  15088,  15088.5(a)(1) 
and  (a)(4),  15144, 15145,  15151.  See  also  Laurel  Heights  /,  supra , 47 
Cal.3d  at  p.  405  [“[a]n  EIR  must  include  detail  sufficient  to  enable  those 
who  did  not  participate  in  its  preparation  to  understand  and  to  consider 
meaningfully  the  issues  raised  by  the  proposed  project.”];  Santiago  County 
Water  Dist  v.  County  of  Orange  (1981)  118  Cal.App.3d  818,  831  [“[w]hat 
is  needed  is  some  information  about  how  adverse  the  adverse  impact  will 
be”];  Mountain  Lion  Coalition , supra , 214  Cal.App.3d  at  p.  1052.) 

The  Opinion  correctly  observes  that  the  City  did  not  prepare  or 
circulate  a revised  Draft  EIR  to  address  such  newly  revealed  impacts. 
Instead  the  City  met  with  USCG  after  the  Draft  EIR  comment  period 
closed;  added  new  information  to  its  record  and  Final  EIR  disclosing  the 
impact  and  new  mitigation  measures  worked  out  in  private  with  USCG;  and 
then  summarily  certified  the  EIR  and  approved  the  Project: 


letter  on  the  Draft  EIR  will,  in  fact,  actually  occur.  (Slip  Op.,  p.  28,  fir.  9.) 
Citizens  agrees,  while  observing  that  that  the  reason  why  it  is  not  presently 
known  with  certainty  whether  tall  building  will,  or  will  not,  block  USCG’s 
VTS  on  YBI,  and  thus  cause  the  potentially  significant,  adverse  impacts 
identified  in  USCG’s  Draft  EIR  comment  letter,  is  precisely  because  the 
City’s  EIR  fails  to  present  project-level  CEQA  disclosure  or  analysis 
regarding  such  matters.  (See  Part  Y.A,  supra;  §§  21065  [definition  of 
“Project”],  21065.3  [definition  of  “Project-specific  effect”].) 
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. In  reply  to  the  letter,  the  City,  TICD  and  TID A met  privately 
with  the  Coast  Guard  after  the  draft  EIR  comment  period 
closed.  TICD  and  TIDA  conducted  technical  studies  to 
detennine  the  minimum  building  height  which  could 
potentially  affect  VTS  equipment  operations.  These  heights 
are  shown  in  “Heights  Requiring  Consultation  Plan”  in  the 
D4D.  The  final  EIR  amended  the  D4D  to  require  consultation 
with  the  Coast  Guard  if  future  proposals  are  made  for  the 
construction  of  buildings  taller  than  heights  specified  in  the 
D4D  to  determine  “whether  interference  would  occur; 
identify  appropriate  modifications  to  any  proposed  buildings 
that  could  cause  interference;  and  require  the  building 
developer  to  make  space  available  and  provide  access  to  the 
Coast  Guard  to  place  equipment  on  the  roof  of  the 
building... or  establish  some  other  similar  solution,  as 
necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  direct  radar  and 
radio  contact  between  the  VTS  and  vessels  in  the  navigable 
waters  of  San  Francisco  Bay.”  A May  25,  201 1 letter  from  the 
Coast  Guard  indicated  it  “reviewed  and  is  comfortable  with 
the  proposed  consultation  process  which  addressed  the 
concerns  raised  in  our  September  3,  2010  letter.” 

(Slip  Op.,  p.  25.) 

However,  instead  of  finding  that  the  City  violated  CEQA’s 
mandatory  recirculation  requirements,  the  Opinion  erroneously  (1)  cites 
inapposite  case  law,  (2)  defers  to  the  trial  court’s  ruling  on  the  point  instead 
of  conducting  its  own  independent  review  and  analysis  of  the  record,  and 
(3)  invokes  an  improper  “substantial  evidence”  standard  of  review  to  rule 
against  Citizens’  claim.  Citizens  addresses  each  in  turn. 

First,  the  Opinion’s  citation  to  inapposite  cases  such  as  Inyo  /,  River 
Valley  Preservation  Project  and  Western  Placer  for  the  proposition  that, 
sometimes,  lead  agencies  make  beneficial  changes  to  a CEQA  project  in 
response  to  public  and  agency  comments  on  a Draft  EIR  is  unhelpful, 
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because  none  of  those  cases  involve  the  facts  and  circumstances  at  bar  in 


Citizens’  recirculation  claim.  Citizen's  claim  is  that  CEQA’s  procedures 
requires  recirculation  of  the  Draft  EIR  where,  as  here,  new  facts  are 
revealed  after  the  close  of  the  public  comment  period,  which  identify  a 
new,  potentially  significant,  adverse  environmental  effect  that  was  nowhere 
disclosed  in  the  first  instance  in  the  agency’s  publicly  circulated  Draft  EIR. 
(Slip  Op.,  atp.  26  citing  Inyo  7,  supra , 71  Cal.App.3d  atp.  199,  River 
Valley  Presentation  Project  v.  Metropolitan  Transit  Development  Bd. 
(1995)  37  Cal.App.4th  154, 168,  fn.  11,  and  Western  Placer  Citizens  for  an 
Agr.  and  Rural  Environment  v.  County  of  Placer  (2006)  144  Cal.App.4th 
890,  905.)  “An  opinion  is  not  authority  for  a point  not  raised,  considered, 
or  resolved  therein.”  {Styne  v.  Stevens  (2001)  26  Cal.4th  42,  57.) 

Second,  the  Opinion’s  characterization  of  Citizens’  claim  as  one 
asserting  trial  court  error,  and  the  Opinion’s  corresponding  reliance  on  and 
deference  to  the  trial  court’s  decision  on  the  point,  is  wrong.  (Slip  Op.,  at 
p.  27.)  “An  appellate  court’s  review  of  the  administrative  record  for  legal 
error  and  substantial  evidence.. .is  the  same  as  the  trial  court’s:  the  appellate 
court  reviews  the  agency's  action,  not  tide  trial  court’s  decision:  in  that  sense 
appellate  judicial  review  under  CEQA  is  de  novoP  (Vineywd,  supra,  40 
Cal.4th,  atp.  427  [emphasis  added];  AOB,pp.  14-15.)  The  courts 
“therefore  resolve  the  substantive  CEQA  issues”  presented  on  appeal  “by 
independently  determining  whether  the  administrative  record  demonstrates 
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any  legal  error  by  the  [lead  agency]  and  whether  it  contains  substantial 

evidence  to  support  the  [lead  agency’s]  factual  determinations.”  (. Id . See 

also  §§  21 168.5,  21168;  Code  Civ.  Proc.,  §§  1085,  1094.5(b).) 

Third,  the  Opinion’s  application  of  the  “substantial  evidence”  test  to 

resolve  Citizen’s  recirculation  claim  is  in  error.  (Slip  Op.5  pp  27-28.) 

Violations  of  CEQA’s  public  participation  and  information  disclosure 

procedures  are  reviewed  by  the  courts  de  novo.  ( Vineyard , supra , 40 

Cal.4th  at  p.  435;  Communities  for  a Better  Environment  v.  City  of 

Richmond  (2010)  184  Cal.App.4th  70,  88  ( CBE );  Save  our  Peninsula 

Committee  v.  Monterey  County  Board  of  Supervisors  (2001)  87 

Cal.App.4th  99,  118.  See  ARB,  pp.  61-69  [presenting  a comprehensive 

review  of  applicable  case  law  to  demonstrate  that  the  standard  of  review  for 

recirculation  claims  shifts  depending  on  the  nature  of  the  claim:  the  courts 

apply  the  deferential,  “substantial  evidence”  standard  where  the 

recirculation  claims  challenges  new  information  clarifying  or  confirming 

matters  already  disclosed  in  the  publicly  circulated  Draft  EIR;  but  the 

courts  do  not  defer  to  an  agency’s  failure  to  recirculate,  where  the  publicly 

circulated  Draft  EIR,  as  in  this  case,  entirely  fails  to  recognize,  disclose  or 

analyze  a potentially  significant  adverse  effect  at  all].)  As  explained  in 

Citizens’  Reply  Brief  below: 

Citizens’  recirculation  claim  arises  because  USCG 
commented,  after  the  Draft  EIR  was  circulated  for  public 
review,  that  the  Draft  EIR  had  entirely  failed  to  recognize. 
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disclose  or  analyze  the  fact  that  tall  buildings  on  TT  may 
significantly,  adversely  impact  vessel  safety  and  Homeland 
security  by  blocking  the  line  of  sight  of  USCG’s  VTS  on 
YBI  (AR15254.)  This  information  was  not  revealed  to  the 
public  until  the  Final  EIR  was  issued.  In  sum,  at  the  time  the 
Draft  EIR  was  circulated  it  contained  no  disclosures  or 
analysis  to  put  the  public  on  notice  of  this  potentially 
significant,  adverse  impact  and,  thus,  there  was  no  meaning 
full  [sic]  opportunity  for  the  public  to  consider  and  respond  to 
such  matters  during  the  Draft  EIR  public  review  period.  For 
purposes  of  the  standard  of  review,  the  late  revelation  of  this 
information — as  recognized  in  Laurel  Heights  II , Schoen  and 
Mountain  Lion  Coalition — implicates  the  fourth  prong  of  the 
Guidelines  recirculation  standards:  “new  information  that 
demonstrates  that  an  EIR  commented  upon  by  the  public  was 
so  fundamentally  and  basically  inadequate  or  conclusory  in 
nature  that  public  comment  was  in  effect  meaningless.” 

(Laurel  Heights  II,  supra,  6 Cal.4th  at  1 130;  Guidelines,  § 
15088.5(a)(4).)  In  turn,  each  case  recognizes  that  under  such 
circumstances,  the  Court’s  do  not  defer  to  the  agency’s 
procedural  violations  of  CEQA,  precisely  because  to  do  so 
would  constitute  an  improper,  judicial  subversion  of  CEQA’s 
important  public  purposes.  (Mountain  Lion  Coalition , supra , 

214  Cal.App.3d  at  1052:  accord  Schoen,  supra,  58 
Cal.App.4th  at  556.) 

(ARB,  pp.  64-65.) 

The  Opinion  faults  Citizens  for  not  citing  the  “evidence”  supporting 
the  City’s  decision  to  violate  CEQA’s  mandatory  recirculation  procedures. 
(Slip  Op.,  pp.  27-28.)  But  as  Citizens  explained  in  its  Opening  Brief 
below:  “The  existence  of  substantial  evidence  supporting  the  agency’s 
ultimate  decision  on  a disputed  issue  is  not  relevant  when  one  is  assessing  a 
violation  of  the  information  disclosure  provisions  of  CEQA.”  (CBE,  supra, 
184  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  82;  AOB,  p.  16.) 
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In  Mountain  Lion  Coalition , the  Court  of  Appeal  long  ago  held  that 
the  courts  cannot  consider  or  rely  on  substantive  information  developed  by 
a lead  agency  outside  of  CEQA’s  statutory  public  review  process  to  bolster 
a Draft  EIR’s  unsupported  analysis  and  conclusory  assertions,  precisely 
because  doing  so  would  constitute  a judicial  subversion  of  CEQA’s 
important  public  purposes: 

We  do  not  reach  the  question  of  whether  the  final 
EI[R]...clears  up  some  of  the  deficiencies  of  the  draft.  The 
cumulative  impact  analysis  contained  in  the  final  EI[R]  has 
never  been  subjected  to  public  review  and  criticism.  If  we 
were  to  allow  the  deficient  analysis  in  the  draft  EUR]  to  be 
bolstered  by  a document  that  was  never  circulated  for  public 
comment... we  lie.,  the  court]  would  be  subverting  the 
important  public  purposes  of  CEQA.  Only  at  the  stage  when 
the  draft  EI[R]  is  circulated  can  the  public  and  outside 
agencies  have  the  opportunity  to  analyze  a proposal  and 
submit  comment.  No  such  right  exists  upon  issuance  of  a 
final  EI[R]  unless  the  project  is  substantially  modified  or  new 
information  becomes  available.  (See  [Guidelines],  § 15162.) 

To  evaluate  the  draft  EIpR]  in  conjunction  with  the  final 
EI[R]  in  this  case  would  only  countenance  the  practice  of 
releasing  a report  for  public  consumption  that  hedges  on 
important  environmental  issues  while  deferring  a more 
detailed  analysis  to  the  final  EI[R]  that  is  insulated  from 
public  review. 

(Mountain Lion  Coalition,  supra,  214  Cal.App.3d  at  p.  1052  [emphasis 
added].  Accord  Schoenv.  Cal  Dept,  of  Forestry  and  Fire  Protection 
(1997)  58  Cal.App.4th  556,  574  [“Public  review  provides  the  dual  purpose 
of  bolstering  the  public’s  confidence  in  the  agency’s  decision  and  providing 
the  agency  with  information  from  a variety  of  experts  and  sources.”] .)  As 
further  explained  by  the  courts,  “When  the  informational  requirements  of 
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CEQA  are  not  complied  with,  an  agency  has  failed  to  proceed  in  ‘a  manner 

required  by  law’  and  has  therefore  abused  its  discretion.”  (Save  our 

Peninsula , supra,  87  Cal.App.4th  atp.  118.)  Accordingly,  “[tjhe  existence 

of  substantial  evidence  supporting  the  agency’s  ultimate  decision  on  a 

disputed  issue  is  not  relevant  when  one  is  assessing  a violation  of  the 

information  disclosure  provisions  of  CEQA.”  (CBE,  supra,  184 

Cal.App.4th  atp,  82  citing  Association  of Irritated  Residents  v.  County  of 

Madera  (2003)  107  Cal.App.4th  1383, 1392  (“AIR'*).) 

As  most  recently  explained  most  by  this  Com!  in  Vineyard : 

The  audience  to  whom  an  EIR  must  communicate  is  not  the 
reviewing  court  but  the  public  and  the  government  officials 
deciding  on  the  project.  That  a party's  briefs  to  the  court  may 
explain  or  supplement  matters  that  are  obscure  or  incomplete 
in  the  EIR,  for  example,  is  irrelevant,  because  the  public  and 
decision  makers  did  not  have  the  briefs  available  at  the  time 
the  project  was  reviewed  and  approved.  The  question  is 
therefore  not  whether  the  project’s  significant  environmental 
effects  can  be  clearly  explained,  but  whether  they  were. 

(Vineyard,  supra,  40  Cal.4th,  atp.  443  [emphasis  in  original].) 

In  sum,  the  Opinion  disregards  CEQA’s  procedural  and  judicial 

review  standards  regarding  recirculation,  as  consistently  and  repeatedly 

affirmed  by  this  Court  and  the  Court  of  Appeal’s  prior  decisions  in 

Vineyard,  Mountain  Lion  Coalition , Schoen , Communities  and  AZK.  The 

Opinion  impermissibly  cites  to  and  relies  on  evidence  and  information 

privately  developed  by  the  City  and  USCG  and  added  to  the  record  outside  • 

of  CEQA’s  public  review  process  to  excuse  the  publicly  circulated  Draft 
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EIR’s  lack  of  any  disclosure  or  analysis  of  the  vessel  safety  and  homeland 
security  impacts  that  may  result  if  tall  building  built  on  Treasure  Island 
under  the  plan  interfere  with  the  operation  of  USCG’s  VTS  on  YBI. 
Because  this  belated  information  was  substantive  but  evaded  public  review, 
first  the  City,  and  now  the  Court  of  Appeal,  have  both  subverted  the  Act’s 
mandatory  public  participation  procedures  and  purpose.  (Guidelines,  § 
15088.5  (a)(4);  Vineyard,  supra , 40  Cal.4th  atp.  443;  Mountain  Lion 
Coalition,  supra,  214  Cal.App.3d,  atp.  1052.) 

In  this  case,  the  new  information  and  mitigation  measures  privately 
developed  and  agreed  to  by  the  City  and  USCG  after  the  public  circulation 
of  the  Draft  EIR  and  summarily  added  to  the  Final  EIR  and  the  City’s  D4D 
did  nut  merely  “amplify”  or  “clarify”  matters  already  explained  in  the  Draft 
EIR.  Rather  the  new  information  and  mitigation  measures  backfill 
fundamental  information  gaps  in  the  publicly  circulated  DEIR  regarding  the 
nature  and  extent  of  impacts  to  vessel  safety  and  homeland  security  on  San 
Francisco  Bay  that  may  result  if  tall  towers  on  Treasure  Island  block  the 
line  of  sight  of  USCG’s  VTS  on  YBI.  The  new  information  also  opened 
entirely  new  lines  of  substantive  public  investigation  and  inquiry,  such  as 
the  scope,  nature  and  extent  of  the  “electronic  and  radio  interference,  which 
may  negatively  impact  [future]  Treasure  Island  residents  on  higher  floors  of 
the  proposed  buildings”  vaguely  described  in  USCG’s  Draft  EIR 
comments.  (AR 15254.) 
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( 


Review  must  be  granted  to  correct  the  Opinion’s  subversion  of 
CEQA’s  important  public  purposes,  and  to  bring  the  Opinion’s  incorrect 
recirculation  decision  into  alignment  with  the  repeated  and  consistent 
holdings  of  this  Court’s  and  the  Courts  of  Appeal’s  prior  decisions  in 
Vineyard , Laurel  Heights  II,  Mountain  Lion  Coalition , Schoen , 
Communities  and  AIR , 

VI.  CONCLUSION 

For  the  foregoing  reasons.  Citizens  requests  that  the  Supreme  Court  grant 
review  in  this  case. 


Date:  August  18, 2014 


KEITH  G.  WAGNER,  ARC 


|br  Plaintiff 
and  Appellant  Citizens  for  a Sustainable 
Treasure  Island. 


* 
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« 


CERTIFICATION  OF  WORD  COUNT 
I,  Keith  G.  Wagner,  counsel  for  Citizens  For  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island, 
hereby  certify  that  this  Petition  for  Review,  excluding  tables,  but  including 
footnotes,  has  8,326  words,  as  calculated  by  the  word  processing  software 
used  to  prepare  this  petition.6 


Keith  G.1  Wagner 


’ujuf’' 


Rules  of  Court,  rule  8.504(d)(1). 


APPENDIX  A - PUBLISHED  OPINION  OF  COURT  OF  APPEAL 


Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  v.  City  and  County  of San  Francisco 

(Published  Opinion  of  Court  of  Appeal,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Four 
Civil  Appeal  Case  No.  A 137828.) 


Filed  7/7/1 4 


CERTIFIED  FOR  PUBLICATION 
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I. 

INTRODUCTION 

In  this  petition  for  writ  of  mandate,  appellant  Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure 
Island  (CSTI)  contends  that  respondents  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)1  and 
respondent  and  real  party  in  interest  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)2 


A13782S 

(San  Francisco  City  & County 
Super.  Ct.  No.  CPF-1 1-511452) 


Couri  oj  Appeal  Ffrsl  Appellate  District 

FILED 

JUL  - 7 2014 

Diana  Herbert,  Clerk 
by  Deputy  Clerk 


1 Respondents  consist  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  San  Francisco 
Board  of  Supervisors,  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Authority,  San  Francisco 
Planning  Commission,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  die  Treasure 
Island  Development  Authority, 

2 In  1997,  the  City’s  Board  of  Supervisors  authorized  die  creation  of  TIDA,  a 
nonprofit  corporation,  to  act  as  a single  entity  focused  on  the  planning,  redevelopment, 
reconstruction,  rehabilitation,  reuse  and  conversion  of  former  Naval  Station  Treasure 
Island  located  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Isiand.  For  simplicity’s  sake,  we  will 
refer  to  TIDA  as  die  Project  developer.  TIDA,  together  with  die  City,  are  the  lead 
agencies  responsible  for  the  Project. 
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failed  to  certify  a legally  adequate  environmental  impact  report  (EIR)  for  the  Treasure 
Island/Yerba  Buena  Island  Project  (the  Project),  and  therefore  violated  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  §§  21000  et  seq,).3  The 
Project,  which  was  unanimously  approved  by  the  City’s  board  of  supervisors,  is  a 
comprehensive  plan  to  redevelop  a former  naval  station  located  on  Treasure  Island  and 
Yerba  Buena  Island  in  the  middle  of  San  Francisco  Bay  into  a new,  mixed-use 
community  with  updated  infrastructure  and  vastly  increased  open  space  and  recreational 
facilities. 

CSTFs  principal  argument  is  that  the  EIR  should  have  been  prepared  as  a program 
EIR,  not  a project-level  EIR,  because  there  is  insufficient  detail  about  various  aspects  of 
the  Project,  including  remediation  of  hazardous  materials,  building  and  street  layout, 
historical  resources  and  tidal  trust  resources,  for  “project-level”  review.  Furthermore, 
CST1  claims  the  project  description  was  not  sufficiently  accurate  and  stable  to  meet 
CEQA’s  requirements.  CSTI  also  argues  that  significant  new  information  developed 
after  the  draft  EIR  was  circulated  for  public  review,  thereby  requiring  recirculation  of  the 
EIR  for  additional  public  comment. 

We  conclude  that  CSTI  has  failed  to  carry  its  burden  to  prove  that  the  EIR  was 
inadequate.  ( Barthelemy  v.  Chino  Basin  Mm.  Water  Dist.  (1995)  38  Cal.App.4th  1609, 
1617  {Barthelemy).)  Therefore,  we  affirm  the  judgment.  This  resolution  makes  it 
unnecessary  to  address  the  cross-appeals,  claiming  that  Treasure  Island  Homeless 
Development  Initiative,  Inc.  (TIHDI)  is  an  “indispensable”  party  to  this  action. 

II. 

FACTUAL  AND  PROCEDURAL  BACKGROUNDS 

The  area  designated  for  the  Project  has  an  interesting  history.  Treasure  Island  is  a 
man-made  island  consisting  of  about  404  acres  of  landfill  placed  on  former  tidelands  and 
submerged  lands  in  the  middle  of  San  Francisco  Bay  between  San  Francisco  and 
Oakland,  California.  Yerba  Buena  Island  is  an  adjacent,  approximate  160-acre,  natural 


3 All  unspecified  section  references  are  to  the  Public  Resources  Code. 
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rock  outcropping.  Treasure  island  and  the  causeway  that  connects  it  to  Yerba  Buena 
Island  were  constructed  in  the  late  1930’s  for  the  Golden  Gate  International  Exposition. 
The  exposition  was  held  in  1939  to  celebrate  the  completion  of  the  Golden  Gate  Bridge 
and  the  San  Francisco/Oakland  Bay  Bridge. 

Shortly  thereafter,  during  World  War  II,  the  United  States  Department  of  Defense 
converted  the  area  into  a naval  station,  which  it  operated  for  more  than  five  decades. 
Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  consisted  of  approximately  550  acres,  including  Yerba 
Buena  Island.  Nava!  Station  Treasure  Island  was  subsequently  closed  in  1993,  and 
ceased  operations  in  1 997. 

The  existing  conditions  on  the  Project  site  are  characterized  by  aging 
infrastructure,  environmental  contamination  from  former  naval  operations,  deteriorated 
and  vacant  buildings,  and  asphalt  and  other  impervious  surfaces  which  cover 
approximately  65  percent  of  the  site.  The  City  and  the  community  have  been  formulating 
plans  for  the  reuse  of  former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island,  and  the  adjacent  Yerba 
Buena  Island,  since  its  closure. 

in  June  2011,  after  more  than  a decade  of  planning,  study  and  community  input, 
the  City’s  board  of  supervisors  approved  the  Project  by  a vote  of  1 1-0.  In  approving  the 
Project,  the  board  amended  the  City’s  general  plan  and  planning  code  maps  and  text,  and 
approved  policies  and  standards  for  redevelopment  of  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island. 

The  Project  has  been  described  implicitly  as  a veritable  “Shining  City  on  the  Fill.” 
The  EIR  envisions  the  Project  as  including  a new,  mixed-use  community,  including  up  to 
8,000  residential  units  (with  at  least  25  percent  designated  as  affordable  units  available  at 
below-market  prices);  up  to  140,000  square  feet  of  new  commercial  and  retail  space;  up 
to  100,000  square  feet  of  new  office  space;  restoration  and  reuse  of  historic  buildings  on 
Treasure  Island;  about  500  hotel  rooms;  public  utilities;  300  acres  of  parks,  playgrounds, 
and  public  open  space;  bike  and  transit  facilities;  and  a new  ferry  terminal  and  intermodal 
transit  hub.  An  existing  school  building  would  be  rehabilitated  or  rebuilt  as  a 
kindergarten  through  eighth  grade  public  school  In  coordination  with  the  San  Francisco 
Unified  School  District.  As  described  by  the  City’s  attorney  at  oral  argument,  when  the 
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Project  is  implemented,  “Treasure  Island  is  going  to  go  from  being  an  underutilized  naval 
station  to  a whole  new  state-of-the  art  section  of  the  City.” 

Construction  and  buildout  of  the  Project  would  be  phased,  and  anticipated  to  be 
completed  over  an  approximate  15-  to  20-year  period. 

On  July  18,  201 1,  CSTI  filed  this  petition  for  writ  of  mandate  challenging  the 
City’s  decision  to  certify  the  EIR  for  the  Project.  The  hearing  on  the  petition  took  place 
over  four  days.  On  December  14,  2012,  the  trial  court  issued  a decision  denying  the 
petition  in  its  entirety.  Judgment  was  entered  on  January  28, 2013.  CSTI  filed  a notice 
of  appeal  on  February  7,  2013. 

T1HDI  filed  its  cross-appeal  on  February  25.  2013.  Treasure  Island  Community 
Development  (TICD),  the  master  developer  selected  by  TIDA  for  the  Project,  filed  its 
cross-appeal  on  February  27,  2013.  The  cross-appeals  focus  on  the  trial  court’s  decision 
to  deny  TIHDl’s  motion  to  dismiss  CSTPs  petition  for  writ  of  mandate  on  the  grounds 
TIHD1  was  an  indispensable  party  to  this  action. 

III. 

DISCUSSION 

A . General  CEQA  Principles  and  Standard  of  Review 

“ ‘The  EIR  is  the  heart  of  CEQA’  and  the  integrity  of  the  process  is  dependent  on 
the  adequacy  of  the  EIR.  [Citations.]”  (Save  Our  Peninsula  Committee  v.  Monterey 
County  Bd.  of  Supervisors  (2001)  87  Cal.App.4th  99,  1 17.)  “The  purpose  of  an  [EIR]  is 
to  provide  public  agencies  and  the  public  in  general  with  detailed  information  about  tire 
effect  which  a proposed  project  is  likely  to  have  on  the  environment;  to  list  ways  in 
which  the  significant  effects  of  such  a project  might  be  minimized;  and  to  indicate 
alternatives  to  such  a project,”  (§2106!.)  “An  EIR  should  be  prepared  with  a sufficient 
degree  of  analysis  to  provide  decisionmakers  with  information  which  enables  them  to 
make  a decision  which  intelligently  takes  account  of  environmental  consequences.  An 
evaluation  of  the  environmental  effects  of  a proposed  project  need  not  be  exhaustive,  but 
the  sufficiency  of  an  EIR  is  to  be  reviewed  in  the  light  of  what  is  reasonably  feasible 
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The  courts  have  looked  not  for  perfection  but  for  adequacy,  completeness,  and  a good 
faith  effort  at  full  disclosure.”  (Guidelines,  § 1 5 1 5 1 .)4 

We  review  an  agency’s  determinations  and  decisions  for  abuse  of  discretion.  An 
agency  abuses  its  discretion  when  it  fails  to  proceed  in  a manner  required  by  law,  or 
when  its  determination  or  decision  is  not  supported  by  substantial  evidence,  (§§  21 168, 
21 168.5;  Vineyard  Area  Citizens  for  Responsible  Growth,  Inc.  v.  City  of  Rancho  Cordova 
(2007)  40  Cal.4th  412, 426-427  (Vineyard).)  judicial  review  of  these  two  types  of  error 
differs  significantly:  While  we  determine  de  novo  whether  the  agency  has  employed  the 
correct  procedures,  scrupulously  enforcing  all  legislatively  mandated  CEQA 
requirements,  we  accord  greater  deference  to  the  agency’s  substantive  factual 
conclusions.  (Preserve  Wild  Santee  v.  City  of  Santee  (2012)  210  Cal.App.4th  260, 275 
(Santee).)  In  CEQA  cases,  as  in  other  mandamus  cases,  we  independently  review  the 
administrative  record  under  the  same  standard  of  review  that  governs  the  trial  court. 
(Federation  of Hillside  & Canyon  Associations  v.  City  of  Los  Angeles  (2000)  83 
Cal.App.4th  1252, 1259.) 

CSTI  claims  its  "challenge  to  the  EIR’s  adequacy  as  an  information  disclosure 
document  is  a procedural  claim  reviewed  de  novo  by  the  courts,  and  thus  the  question  of 
whether  ‘substantial  evidence5  supports  the  City’s  determinations  is  irrelevant.”  (Italics 
omitted.)  Despite  CSTFs  strenuous  efforts  to  reframe  the  issues  to  allege  procedural 
violations  under  CEQA,  virtually  all  of  the  issues  it  raises  on  appeal  challenge  the 
sufficiency  of  the  information  provided  to  the  public  and  the  decision  makers. 

Because  the  "fundamental  purpose  of  an  EIR  is  ‘to  provide  public  agencies  and 
the  public  in  general  with  detailed  information  about  the  effect  which  a proposed  project 
is  likely  to  have  on  the  environment,5  55  absence  of  information  in  an  EIR  may  be  a failure 
to  proceed  in  a manner  required  by  law.  ( Vineyard , supra , 40  €al,4th  at  p.  428,  quoting 

4 All  references  to  Guidelines  are  to  the  CEQA  Guidelines  (Guidelines)  (Cal. 

Code  Regs.,  tit.  14,  § 15000  et  seq.).  in  interpreting  CEQA,  we  accord  the  Guidelines 
great  weight  except  where  they  are  clearly  unauthorized  or  erroneous.  (Vineyard,  supra, 
40  Caf.4th  at  p.  428,  fh.  5;  Santee , supra,  210  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  276,  fn.  10.) 
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§ 21061.)  But*  failing  to  include  information  "normally  will  rise  to  the  level  of  a failure 
to  proceed  in  the  manner  required  by  law  only  if  the  analysis  in  the  EIR  is  clearly 
inadequate  or  unsupported.  [Citation.]”  ( Barthelemy , supra , 38  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1620.) 

CEQA  requires  an  EIR  to  reflect  a good  faith  effort  at  full  disclosure;  it  does  not 
mandate  perfection,  nor  does  it  require  an  analysis  to  be  exhaustive.  (Barthelemy,  supra , 
38  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1 6 1,7.)  As  was  stressed  in  Berkeley  Keep  Jets  Over  the  Bay  v.  Board 
of  Port  Cmrs . (2001)  91  CaI.App.4th  1344,  1355  (Berkeley  Jets),  the  "determination  of 
EIR  adequacy  is  essentially  pragmatic.”  (Id.  at  p.  1356.)  “Preparing  an  EIR  requires  the 
exercise  of  judgment,  and  the  court  in  its  review  may  not  substitute  its  judgment,  but 
instead  is  limited  to  ensuring  that  the  decision  makers  have  considered  the  environmental 
consequences  of  their  action.”  (Ibid.)  Hence,  an  EIR  must  be  upheld  if  it  “reasonably 
sets  forth  sufficient  information  to  foster  informed  public  participation  and  to  enable  the 
decision  makers  to  consider  the  environmental  factors  necessary  to  make  a reasoned 
decision.”  (Ibid.) 

Consequently,  the  “absence  of  information  in  an  EIR  does  not  per  se  constitute  a 
prejudicial  abuse  of  discretion.  [Citation.]  Instead, 1 “[a]  prejudicial  abuse  of  discretion 
occurs  if  the  failure  to  include  relevant  information  precludes  informed  decisionmaking 
and  informed  public  participation,  thereby  thwarting  the  statutory  goals  of  the  EIR 
process  [Citation.]’  [Citation.]”  (Rialto  Citizens  for  Responsible  Growth  v.  City  of 
Rialto  (2012)  208  Cal.App.4th  899, 925;  Berkeley  Jets,  supra , 91  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1355; 
Barihelemy , supra , 38  Cal.App.4tli  at  p.  1 620.) 

Under  this  standard,  despite  CSTI  *s  arguments  to  the  contrary,  “[njoncompliance 

with  CEQA’s  information  disclosure  requirements  is  not  per  se  reversible ” 

(Association  of  Irritated  Residents  v.  County  of  Madera  (20.03)  107  Cal.App.4th  1383, 
1391.)  A challenger,  such  as  CSTI,  asserting  inadequacies  in  an  EIR  must  show  die 
omitted  information  “is  both  required  by  CEQA  and  necessary  to  informed  discussion. 
[Citations.]”  (California  Native  Plant  Society  v.  City  of  Santa  Cruz  ( 2009)  177 
CaI.App.4th  957,  986.) 
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B.  Did  the  Project  Require  a Program  EIR  Instead  of  a Project  EIR? 

CSTFs  main  argument  on  appeal  is  that  the  City  prejudicially  abused  its  discretion 
by  preparing  a project  EIR  instead  of  a program  EIR.  Here,  the  EIR  states  it  is  a “project 
EIR”  that  analyzes  all  phases  of  the  Project  at  maximum  buildout.  A “project  EIR”  is 
prepared  for  a construction-level  project,  and  “should  focus  primarily  on  the  changes  in 
the  environment  that  would  result  from  the  development  project  [and]  examine  all  phases 
of  the  project  including  planning,  construction,  and  operation.”  (Guidelines,  § 15161; 

In  re  Bay  Delta  etc.  (2008)  43  Cal. 4th  1143,  1169  {Bay  Delta).) 

In  contrast,  a “program  EIR”  evaluates  the  broad  policy  direction  of  a planning 
document,  such  as  a general  plan,  but  does  not  examine  the  potential  site-specific  impacts 
of  the  many  individual  projects  that  may  be  proposed  in  the  future  consistent  with  the 
plan.  (§§21068.5, 21093;  Guidelines,  §.§  15168,15385.)  Program  EIRs  play  a key  role 
in  a “tiered”  CEQA  analysis.5  (Guidelines,  § 15152,  subd.  (h).) 

CSTI  argues  “at  best,  the  EIR  constitutes  conceptual,  program-level  CEQA 
analysis”  which  functions  as  a first-tier  document,  and  anticipates  later  environmental 
review  on  specific  projects.  CSTI  claims  the  most  appropriate  way  to  address  the  Project 
is  by  “tiered  environmental  review  . . . where,  as  here,  the  proposal  being  advanced  is  an 
overarching,  conceptual  plan  or  program,  the  project-level  details  of  which  will  only 
become  known  as  they  are  later  formulated  and  presented  in  a series  of  later,  project-level 
proposals  intended  to  implement  the  conceptual  plan  or  program.  [Citations.]” 


5 “ 'Tiering’  refers  to  using  the  analysis  of  general  matters  contained  in  a broader 
EIR  (such  as  one  prepared  for  a general  plan  or  policy  statement)  with  later  EIRs  and 
negative  declarations  on  narrower  projects;  incorporating  by  reference  the  general 
discussions  from  the  broader  EIR;  and  concentrating  the  later  EIR  or  negative  declaration 
solely  on  the  issues  specific  to  the  later  project.”  (Guidelines,  § 15152,  subd.  (a);  see, 
e.g.,  Al  Larson  Boat  Shop,  Inc.  v.  Board  of  Harbor  Commissioners  (1 993)  1 8 
Cal.App.4th  729, 743  {AI  Larson)  [first-tier  EIR  adequate  when  it  analyzed  goal  of 
increased  port  capacity  while  deferring  full  analysis  of  anticipated  future  projects, 
discussing  them  only  “for  the  purposes  of  giving  a reasonably  detailed  consideration  to 
the  overall  five-year  plan”].) 
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CSTPs  contention  that  the  EIR  was  improperly  prepared  as  a ‘‘project  EIR” 
instead  of  a “program  EIR”  improperly  focuses  on  the  EIR’s  title  rather  than  its 
substance.  There  are  many  different  names  that  have  been  applied  to  EIRs.  For  example, 
there  are  project  EIRs  (Guidelines,  § 15161),  program  EIRs  (Guidelines,  § 15168),  staged 
EIRs  (Guidelines,  § 15167),  master  EIRs  (Guidelines,  § 15175),  subsequent  EIRs 
(Guidelines,  § 15162),  focused  EIRs  (Guidelines,  §§  15178;  15179.5),  and  supplemental 
EIRs  (Guidelines,  § 15163). 

For  this  reason,  courts  strive  to  avoid  attaching  too  much  significance  to  titles  in 
ascertaining  whether  a legally  adequate  EIR  has  been  prepared  for  a particular  project. 

As  explained  in  Friends  of Mammoth  v.  Town  of  Mammoth  Lakes  Redevelopment  Agency 
(2000)  82  Cal.App.4tli  51 1 (Friends  of  Mammoth):  “Designating  an  EIR  as  a program 
EIR  . . , does  not  by  itself  decrease  the  level  of  analysis  otherwise  required  in  the  EIR. 

‘All  EIR’s  must  cover  the  same  general  content;  (Guidelines,  §§  15120-15132.)  The 
level  of  specificity  of  an  EIR  is  determined  by  the  nature  of  the  project  and  the  “rule  of 
reason”  [citation],  rather  than  any  semantic  label  accorded  to  the  EIR.5  [Citation.]”  (Id. 
at  p.  533,  quoting  Al  Larson , supra,  1 8 Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  741-742,  fn.  omitted.) 

As  Division  Three  of  this  court  reiterated,  in  language  particularly  pertinent  to  the 
issue  before  us,  the  “fact  that  this  EIR  is  labeled  a ‘project*  rather  than  a ‘program*  EIR 
matters  little”  for  purposes  of  its  sufficiency  as  an  informative  document.  (California 
Oak  Foundation  v . Regents  of  University  of  California  (2010)  188  Cal.App.4th  227,  271, 
fn.  25  (California  Oak).)  “ ‘The  level  of  specificity  of  an  EIR  is  determined  by  the  nature 
of  the  project  and  the  “rule  of  reason”  [citation),  rather  than  any  semantic  label  accorded 
to  the  EIR.’  [Citations.]”  (Ibid.) 

Similarly,  the  court  in  Dusek  v.  Redevelopment  Agency  (1 985)  1 73  Cal.App.3d 
1029,  rejected  claims  of  noncompliance  with  CEQA  as  relating  “more  to  labeling  and 
form  than  ...  to  the  underlying  objectives  of  CEQA.”  (Id.  at  p.  1038.)  “ ‘In  reviewing 
an  EIR  a paramount  consideration  is  the  right  of  the  public  to  be  informed  in  such  a way 
that  it  can  intelligently  weigh  the  environmental  consequences  of  any  contemplated 
action  and  have  an  appropriate  voice  in  the  formulation  of  any  decision.’  ” (Id.  at 


p.  1039.)  “Our  search  is  for  reasonableness,  an  objective  good  faith  effort  to  follow  the 
requirements,  and  substantial  compliance  with  CEQA.”  (M  at  p.  1040.) 

These  cases  are  consistent  with  the  Guidelines,  which  provide  that  a lead  agency 
may  use  EIR  variations  other  than  those  listed  in  the  Guidelines,  so  long  as  they  meet 
“the  content  requirements  discussed  in  Article  9 beginning  with  Section  15120.” 
(Guidelines,  § 15160.)  Article  9,  in  turn,  requires  that  EIRs  must  contain  (i)  a table  of 
contents  or  index  (Guidelines,  § 15122);  (ii)  a summary  (Guidelines,  § 15123);  (iii)  a 
project  description  (Guidelines,  § 15124);  (iv)  a discussion  of  the  environmental  setting 
(Guidelines,  § 1 51 25);  (v)  consideration  and  discussion  of  environmental  impacts 
(Guidelines,  § 15126);  (vi)  consideration  and  discussion  of  significant  environmental 
impacts  (Guidelines,  § 15126.2);  (vii)  consideration  and  discussion  of  mitigation 
measures  proposed  to  minimize  significant  effects  (Guidelines,  § 15126.4); 

(viii)  consideration  and  discussion  of  alternatives  to  the  proposed  project  (Guidelines, 

§ 15126.6);  (ix)  a discussion  of  effects  not  found  to  be  significant  (Guidelines,  § 15128); 
(x)  a list  of  organizations  and  persons  consulted  (Guidelines,  § 15129);  (xi)  a discussion 
of  cumulative  impacts  (Guidelines,  § 15130);  (xii)  to  a limited  extent,  a discussion  of 
economic  and  social  effects  of  the  proposed  project  (Guidelines,  § 1 5 131);  and 
(xiii)  revisions  to  the  draft  EIR,  comments  on  the  draft  EIR,  a list  of  commenters  on  the 
draft  EIR,  and  the  lead  agency’s  responses  to  comments  on  the  draft  EIR  (Guidelines, 

§ 15132).  The  EIR  before  us  contains  all  of  the  required  elements  of  an  EIR,  and  CSTI 
does  not  claim  otherwise. 

CSTI  fails  to  cite  any  authority  supporting  its  argument  that  the  objective  of 
creating  a legally  adequate  EIR  for  this  Project  could  only  be  accomplished  by  the  use  of 
a program  EIR.  No  such  authority  exists.  In  the  end,  CSTI  improperly  tries  to  convert  a 
discretionary  decision  that  should  properly  be  made  by  the  lead  agency  into  a legal  issue 
that  should  be  resolved  by  the  courts.  (See  § 21083.1;  Chaparral  Greens  v.  City  of  Chula 
Vista  (1996)  50  Cal.App.4th  1134,  1 145  [courts  should  not  interpret  CEQA  to  impose 
procedural  or  substantive  requirements  beyond  those  explicitly  required  in  the  statutes  or 
the  Guidelines].) 
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CSTI  also  repeatedly  makes  the  argument  that  the  EIR  was  prepared  as  a project 
EIR  to  circumvent  the  fair  argument  standard  of  review  that  would  have  been  applied  to  a 
program  EIR  for  evaluating  whether  subsequent  environmental  review  is  necessary.  The 
fair  argument  standard  creates  a low  threshold  favoring  future  environmental  review  and 
differs  markedly  from  the  deferential  substantial  evidence  standard  of  review  normally 
enjoyed  by  agencies.  (See  Sierra  Club  v.  California  Dept,  of  Forestry  & Fire  Protection 
(2007)  1 50  Cal.App.4th  370, 381  [distinguishing  fair  argument  standard  from  usual 
substantial  evidence  standard].) 

CSTfs  argument  is  based  on  a flawed  legal  premise.  For  purposes  of  the  standard 
of  review,  the  same  substantial  evidence  standard  applies  to  subsequent  environmental 
review  for  a project  reviewed  in  a program  EIR  or  a project  EIR.  (See  Citizens  for 
Responsible  Equitable  Environmental  Development  v.  City  of  San  Diego  Redevelopment 
Agency  (2005)  134  Cai.App.4th  598,  610  ['‘Once  an  agency  has  prepared  [a  program] 

EIR,  its  decision  not  to  prepare  a supplemental  or  subsequent  EIR  for  a later  project  is 
reviewed  under  the  deferential  substantial  evidence  standard”  (fn.  omitted)];  accord, 
Latinos  Unidos  de  Napa  v.  City  of  Napa  (2013)  221  Cal.App.4th  192,  201-202  {Latinos 
Unidos ) [substantial  evidence  standard  applies  in  reviewing  an  agency’s  determination 
that  a project’s  potential  environmental  impacts  were  adequately  analyzed  in  a prior 
program  EIR];  Santa  Teresa  Citizen  Action  Group  v.  City  of  San  Jose  (2003)  114 
CaI.App.4th  689,  704  ( Santa  Teresa ) [substantial  evidence  standard  applies  when  agency 
has  already  prepared  program  EIR  and  the  question  is  whether  implementing  later  phases 
of  the  program  will  result  in  new  impacts].) 

Nothing  in  Sierra  Club  v.  County  of  Sonoma  (1992)  6 Cal.App.4th  1307  {Sierra 
Club),  which  is  heavily  relied  upon  by  CSTI,  mandates  that  the  fair  argument  standard 
should  be  unilaterally  applied  to  later  projects  proposed  under  a program  EIR.  That  case 
found  the  fair  argument  standard  applied  when  a program  EIR  had  been  certified 
covering  mining  in  connection  with  the  county’s  resource  management  plan,  and  the 
company  was  proposing  to  mine  on  land  that  had  been  designated  in  the  resource 
management  plan  as  agricultural.  {Id.  at  p.  1320.)  Because  this  new  project  had  never 
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previously  been  assessed  and  was  entirely  different  from  the  project  that  had  been 
considered  in  the  EIR,  the  court  held  the  fair  argument  standard  applied  because,  in 
effect,  no  prior  environmental  review  had  taken  place.  (Id.  at  pp.  1320-1321.)  The 
court’s  analysis  in  Sierra  Club  does  not  suggest  that  the  fair  argument  standard 
automatically  applies  to  subsequent  discretionary  actions  in  every  case  where  a program 
EIR  has  been  prepared.  (See  Latinos  Unidos,  supra , 221  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  201-202 
[court  that  decided  Sierra  Club  endorses  substantial  evidence  as  the  normal  standard  of 
review].)6 

It  should  also  be  emphasized  that  in  reviewing  this  EIR,  we  detect  no  attempt  to 
avoid  supplemental  review  under  section  21 166,  nor  does  the  designation  of  this  EIR  as  a 
project  EIR  create  any  shortcut  around  the  environmental  review  process  as  it  applies  to 
future  site-specific  approvals.  Section  21166  provides:  “When  an  environmental  impact 
report  has  been  prepared  for  a project  pursuant  to  this  division,  no  subsequent  or 
supplemental  environmental  impact  report  shall  be  required  by  the  lead  agency  or  by  any 
responsible  agency,  unless  one  or  more  of  the  following  events  occurs:  [fj  (a)  Substantial 
changes  are  proposed  in  the  project  which  will  require  major  revisions  of  the 
environmental  impact  report.  [If]  (b)  Substantial  changes  occur  with  respect  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  project  is  being  undertaken  which  will  require  major 
revisions  in  the  environmental  impact  report.  [f|  (c)  New  information,  which  was  not 
known  and  could  not  have  been  known  at  the  time  the  environmental  impact  report  was 
certified  as  complete,  becomes  available.” 


6 We  recognize  that  when  an  agency  attempts  to  tier  its  environmental  review  for 
a materially  different  project  onto  a prior  program  EIR,  then  the  fair  argument  test  is 
required  under  section  21094,  subdivision  (c).  (Sierra  Club , supra,  6 Cal.App.4th  at 
p.  1319.)  In  that  situation,  the  initial  study  “shall  analyze  whether  the  later  project  may 
cause  significant  effects  on  the  environment  that  were  not  examined  in  the  prior  [EIR].” 

(§  21094,  subd.  (c),  italics  added;  see,  e.g.,  Santa  Teresa,  supra,  1 14  Cal.App.4th  at 
p.  704,  fn.  1 1 .)  The  low  threshold  for  requiring  preparation  of  a subsequent  or 
supplemental  EIR  for  a new  project  that  was  not  addressed  in  the  prior  program  EIR 
reflects  a preference  for  resolving  doubts  in  favor  of  environmental  review.  (Sierra  Club, 
supra,  6 Cal.App,4th  at  pp.  1316-1317.) 
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The  obligation  to  conduct  supplemental  review  under  section  21 166  applies 
regardless  of  whether  the  project  under  consideration  has  undergone  previous,  project- 
specific  environmental  review,  or  is  being  carried  out  under  a plan  for  which  the  agency 
has  previously  certified  a program  E1R.  (See  Guidelines,  §§  15162,  15168,  subd.  (c)(2); 
see  May  v.  City  of  Milpitas  (2013)  2 17  Cal.App.4th  1307,  1326  [“Where  environmental 
review  has  been  conducted  through  a program  EiR,  CEQA  requires  further  review”  in  the 
“limited  circumstances”  described  in  section  21166].)  Conversely,  “ J[i]f  a program  EIR 
is  sufficiently  comprehensive,  the  lead  agency  may  dispense  with  further  environmental 
review  for  later  activities  within  the  program  that  are  adequately  covered  in  the  program 
EIR,  [Citation.]’  [Citation.]”  {California  Clean  Energy  Committee  v.  City  of  Woodland 
(2014)  225  Cai.App.4th  173,  200.)  Therefore,  CSTI’s  repeated  argument  that  the  lead 
agency’s  decision  to  prepare  a project  EIR,  as  opposed  to  a program  EIR,  constituted  an 
“unlawful  attempt  to  prospectively  evade”  the  possibility  of  future  CEQA  review  is 
baseless.  The  EIR  repeatedly  acknowledges  the  duty  to  perform  supplemental  review 
under  section  2 1 1 66  as  the  Project  builds  out  over  1 5 to  20  years,  and  that  duty  exists 
regardless  of  whether  the  EIR  was  prepared  as  a project  EIR,  or  as  a program  EIR. 

CST1  repeatedly  claims  that  CEQA  was  violated  because  “the  EIR  fails  to  provide 
project-level  disclosure  or  analysis.5’  But,  the  level  of  detail  in  an  EIR  is  driven  by  tire 
nature  of  the  project,  not  the  label  attached.  “It  is  the  substance,  rather  than  the  form,  of 
[the  environmental]  document  which  determines  its  nature  and  validity.  [Citations.]” 
{Natural  Resources  Defense  Council,  Inc.  v.  California  Coastal  Zone  Conservation  Com . 
(1976)  57  Cal.App.3d  76,  91.)  Asa  general  statement  of  CEQA  practice,  “[t]he  degree  of 
specificity  required  in  an  EIR  will  correspond  to  the  degree  of  specificity  involved  in  the 
underlying  activity  which  is  described  in  the  EIR.  ...  An  EIR  on  a construction  project 
will  necessarily  be  more  detailed  in  the  specific  effects  of  the  project  than  will  be  an  EIR 

on  the  adoption  of  a local  general  plan ” (Guidelines,  § 15146.)  Recently,  it  was 

reaffirmed,  “ sthe  sufficiency  of  an  EIR  is  to  be  reviewed  in  the  light  of  what  is 
reasonably  feasible.’  [Citation.]”  {San  Diego  Citizenry  Group  v.  County  of  San  Diego 
(20 1 3)  2 1 9 Cal. App.4th  1,21,  quoting  Guidelines,  § 15151.) 
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These  legal  standards,  which  apply  to  all  EIRs,  set  the  appropriate  focus  for  our 
review  here.  Courts  have  looked  not  for  perfection  but  for  adequacy,  completeness,  and  a 
good  faith  effort  at  full  disclosure.  (Guidelines,  § 1 5 1 5 i ; see  Eureka  Citizens  for 
Responsible  Government  v.  City  of  Eureka  (2007)  147  Cal.App.4th  357, 372;  Rio  Vista 
Farm  Bureau  Center  v.  County  of  Solano  (1992)  5 Cai.App.4th  351,  368  ( Rio  Vista  Farm 
Bureau).)  Accordingly,  the  question  is  not  whether  a program  EIR  should  have  been 
prepared  for  this  Project,  but  instead,  whether  the  EIR  addressed  the  environmental 
impacts  of  this  Project  to  a “degree  of  specificity”  consistent  with  the  underlying  activity 
being  approved  through  the  EIR.  (Guidelines,  §§  15146,  15168,  subd.  (c)(5).) 
Additionally,  in  reviewing  CSTI’s  challenge  to  this  EIR,  it  is  imconstructive  to  ask 
whether  the  EIR  provided  “project-level”  as  opposed  to  “program-level”  detail  and 
analysis.  Instead,  we  focus  on  whether  the  EIR  provided  “decision  makers  with 
sufficient  analysis  to  intelligently  consider  the  environmental  consequences  of  [the] 
project.”  {Bay  Delta,  supra,  43  Cal.4th  at  p.  1175.)  If  these  questions  are  answered 
affirmatively,  the  EIR  is  legally  sufficient,  regardless  of  whether  it  is  a project  or  a 
program  EIR. 

C,  Is  the  Project  Description  Accurate  and  Stable ? 

This  court  is  among  the  many  which  have  recognized  that  a project  description 
that  gives  conflicting  signals  to  decision  makers  and  the  public  about  the  nature  and 
scope  of  the  project  is  fundamentally  inadequate  and  misleading.  {Communities  for  a 
Better  Environment  v.  City  of  Richmond  (2010)  184  Cal.App.4th  70,  84  {CBE}.)  “Only 
through  an  accurate  view  of  the  project  may  affected  outsiders  and  public  decision- 
makers balance  the  proposal’s  benefit  against  its  environmental  cost,  consider  mitigation 
measures,  assess  the  advantage  of  terminating  the  proposal  i.e.,  the  ‘no  project’ 
alternative),  and  weigh  other  alternatives  in  the  balance.”  {County  of  Inyo  v.  City  of  Los 
Angeles  (1977)71  Cal.App.3d  185,  192-193  {County  of  Inyo).)  Therefore,  we  have  no 
quarrel  with  CSTFs  citation  to  case  law  articulating  the  general  CEQA  principle  that 
“[a]n  accurate,  stable  and  finite  project  description  is  the  sine  qua  non  of  an  informative 
and  legally  sufficient  EIR.”  {Id.  at  p.  193,  italics  omitted.) 
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In  arguing  that  the  EIR’s  project  description  is  unstable  and  erratic,  CSTI 
characterizes  the  project  as  a 20-year  long-range  development  plan  that  is  nothing  more 
than  a “conceptual  land  use  map.”  Illustrative  of  these  arguments,  CSTI  asserts  “[t]he 
EIR  here  . . . analyzes  an  abstract  and  indeterminate  ’conceptual’  development  scenario 
that  lacks  the  ‘accurate,  finite  and  stable’  project-level  details  necessary  to  fully  analyze 
potentially  significant  impacts.”  As  an  example,  CSTI  claims  the  specific  configuration 
and  design  of  particular  buildings  is  left  for  future  review.  It  also  contends  the  Project’s 
street  network  and  layout  is  only  conceptual  at  this  point,  with  the  final  layout  subject  to 
review  by  applicable  agencies,  such  as  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department 

Contrary  to  these  criticisms,  the  EIR  made  an  extensive  effort  to  provide 
meaningful  information  about  the  project,  while  providing  for  flexibility  needed  to 
respond  to  changing  conditions  and  unforeseen  events  that  could  possibly  impact  the 
Project’s  final  design,  in  fact,  the  design  elements  CSTI  claims  are  lacking  in  this  EIR 
are  found  in  several  documents  that  will  guide  future  development.  First,  the  EIR 
describes  the  creation  of  a special  use  district  (SUD),  which  establishes  zoning  districts 
throughout  the  project  area,  identifies  permitted  uses,  and  provides  detailed  standards 
applicable  to  development  within  each  district. 

Implementing  the  SUD  is  a document  entitled  “Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena 
Island  Design  for  Development”  (D4D).  The  D4D  contains  binding,  detailed  standards 
governing  virtually  every  aspect  of  Project  development,  including  new  construction. 

The  D4D  includes  a plan  showing  both  “fixed”  elements,  such  as  street  layouts,  and 
“conceptual  elements,”  such  as  “shapes  of  new  buildings  or  specific  landscape  designs.” 
Taken  together,  the  SUD  and  D4D  provide  concrete  information  regarding 
building  heights,  mass,  bulk,  and  design  specifications  CSTI  claims  is  lacking.  The  D4D 
establishes  specific  “flex  zones” — -zoning  districts  in  which  a limited  number  of  towers 
(taller  buildings)  may  be  located,  subject  to  the  maximum  height  limit  in  that  zoning 
district.  The  towers  are  also  subject  to  quantitative  standards  dictating  separation,  bulk, 
and  massing;  these  standards  dictate  the  buildings’  relationship  to  one  another.  For 
analysis  purposes,  in  the  section  on  urban  design  and  visual  impacts,  representative 


towers  were  placed  in  each  tower  flex  2one  af  the  maximum  height  proposed.  The  EfR 
states  that,  for  purposes  of  analysis,  maximum  development  is  assumed  to  evaluate  the 
environmental  impacts,  including  impacts  of  the  Project  on  scenic  vistas.7  As  designed, 
the  “zoning  rules  provide  limited  flexibility  about  siting  particular  buildings,  while 
maintaining  tight  controls  on  absolute  building  heights  and  development  patterns.” 

The  SUD  and  D4D  also  include  specifications  for  the  street  grid,  street  angles, 
street  widths,  block  dimensions,  setbacks,  curb  cuts,  and  a host  of  other  issues,  all  in  great 
detail.  The  Project’s  proposed  street  network  and  layout  are  shown  in  Figure  II.  10  of  the 
EIR.  The  D4D  provides  additional  details  in  a section  entitled  “Specific  Street  Design 
Layouts.” 

To  be  sure,  as  a matter  of  necessity  at  this  stage  in  the  planning  process,  there  are 
many  Project  features  that  are  subject  to  future  revision,  and  quite  likely  will  be  the 
subjects  of  supplemental  review  before  the  final  Project  design  is  implemented. 

However,  the  EIR  cannot  be  faulted  for  not  providing  detail  that,  due  to  the  nature  of  the 
Project,  simply  does  not  now  exist.  (Guidelines,  § 15146  [“The  degree  of  specificity 


7 The  EIR  analyzes  the  greatest  potential  impacts  expected  to  occur  to  various 
resources  at  full  buildout.  Citing  Environmental  Planning  & Information  Council  v. 
County  of  El  Dorado  (1982)  131  Cai.App.3d  350  (. EPIC ),  CSTI  challenges  this  worst- 
case-scenario  methodology.  EPIC  and  its  progeny  hold  that  in  establishing  the  baseline 
for  assessing  environmental  impacts,  the  agency  preparing  the  EIR  should  compare  the 
existing  environment  (little  or  no  development)  with  the  total  amount  of  development 
permitted  under  the  proposed  plan.  {Id.  at  p.  358;  City  of  Carmel-by-the-Sea  v.  Board  of 
Supervisors  (1986)183  Cal.App.3d  229, 246-247;  Christward  Ministry  v.  Superior  Court 
(1986)  184  Cai.App.3d  180,  186-187.)  As  our  Supreme  Court  recently  emphasized  in 
Neighbors  for  Smart  Rail  v.  Exposition  Metro  Line  Construction  Authority  (2013)  57 
Cal.4th  439,  “[Njothing  in  CEQA  law  precludes  an  agency . . . from  considering  both 
types  of  baseline — existing  and  future  condition — in  its  primary  analysis  of  the  project’s 
significant  adverse  effects.  [Citations.]”  {Id.  at  p.  454.)  The  EIR  in  this  case  did  that. 
The  Project  that  is  being  reviewed  is  expected  to  be  built  over  a very  long  timeframe, 
during  which  great  change  is  expected  to  this  largely  undeveloped  area  for  which  there 
needs  to  be  a future  accounting.  The  EIR’s  focus  on  the. maximum  impacts  expected  to 
occur  at  foil  buildout  promoted  informed  decisionmaking,  and  evidences  a good-faith 
effort  at  forecasting  what  is  expected  to  occur  if  the  Project  is  approved. 
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required  in  an  EIR  will  correspond  to  the  degree  of  specificity  involved  in  the  underlying 
activity  which  is  described  in  the  EIR”].)  Nor  have  the  courts  required  resolution  of  all 
hypothetical  details  prior  to  approval  of  an  EIR,  as  CSTI  implies.  (See  this  division’s 
decision  in  Oakland  Heritage  Alliance  v.  City  of  Oakland  (201 1)  1 95  Cal.App.4th  884, 
909-9 1 0 ( Oakland  Heritage ) [EIR  for  mixed-use  development  sufficiently  addressed 
seismic  safety  when  the  "preparers  of  the  EIR”  committed  themselves  to  conduct  a more 
thorough  “site-specific  investigations”  that  would  be  used  to  formulate  the  final  structural 
designs  prior  to  issuance  of  alt  relevant  construction  permits];  City  of  Antioch  v.  City 
Council  (1986)  187  Cal.App,3d  1325,  1336-1337  [it  was  unreasonable  and  unrealistic  to 
demand  that  an  EIR  “must  describe  in  detail  each  and  every  conceivable  development 
scenario”].) 

CSTI  claims  that  because  the  EIR  does  not  anticipate  every  permutation  or  analyze 
every  possibility,  the  project  description  is  misleading,  inaccurate  and  vague.  However, 
the  legal  authority  it  relies  on  to  support  this  argument,  County  of  Inyo , supra , 71 
Cal.App.3d  185,  did  not  address  a situation  where  the  project  description  was  rendered 
unstable  simply  because  specific  building  and  design  decisions  were  not  made  in  the  EIR. 
Rather,  in  Comity  of  Inyo,  the  parameters  of  the  proposed  project  itself  were  unclear. 
Initially,  that  EIR  described  the  project  as  a 51-cubic-feet-per-second  increase  in 
subsurface  pumping  to  supply  water  used  in  the  Owens  Valley.  {Id.  at  p.  189.)  The  EIR, 
however,  went  on  to  analyze  a project  far  greater  in  scope,  including  much  higher  rates  of 
pumping  and  vast  infrastructure  needed  to  deliver  water  to  Los  Angeles  County.  {Id.  at. 
p.  190.)  Thus,  the  problem  with  the  EIR  in  County  of  Inyo  was  that  the  project 
description  changed  throughout  the  document  itself.  Many  of  the  environmental  impacts 
described  in  the  EIR  were  related  to  the  much  broader  project,  rather  than  the  smaller 
project  described  at  various  other  points  in  the  EIR.  {Id.  at  pp.  190-191;  accord.  Western 
Placer  Citizens  for  an  Agriculture  & Rural  Environment  v.  County  of  Placer  (2006)  1 44 
Cal.App.4th  890,  898  [the  project  description  should  be  stable  and  “ ‘[t]he  defined  project 
and  not  some  different  project  must  be  the  EIR’s  bona  fide  subject5  "]  {Western  Placer).) 
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Plainly,,  County  of  Inyo  is  inapposite.  Unlike  that  case,  the  basic  characteristics  of 
the  Project  under  consideration  in  this  case  remained  accurate,  stable,  and  finite 
throughout  the  EIR  process.  The  EIR  in  this  case  contains  an  84-page  chapter  entitled 
"Project  Description.”  This  chapter  includes  maps  showing  the  project  location,  the 
existing  character  of  the  site,  project  features,  site  plans,  project  objectives,  needed 
permits,  and  agencies  with  jurisdiction — in  short,  all  of  the  information  required  by 
CEQA.  CSTI  has  not  argued,  nor  could  it,  that  the  EIR’s  Project  Description  was 
deficient  or  misleading.  Nor  does  it  contend  the  integral  components  of  the  Project,  as 
described  in  the  EIR,  have  changed  in  any  material  way  as  the  EIR  went  through  the 
environmental  review  and  approval  process.  Indeed,  while  repeatedly  arguing  the  Project 
lacked  a stable  and  finite  project  description,  CSTI  fails  to  refer  to  the  EIR’s  Project 
Description  at  all. 

It  appears  an  open  question  whether  the  adequacy  of  a project’s  description  is 
analyzed  as  a question  of  law  or  an  issue  of  fact.  A leading  treatise  seems  to  assign  it  to 
the  latter  category.  (1  Kostka  & Zischke,  Practice  Under  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (Cont.Ed.Bar  2d  ed.  Mar.  2014  Update)  § 1 1.39,  p.  1 1-35.)  There  is  no  need 
for  this  court  to  decide  which  standard  is  correct,  because  the  Project  Description  here 
clearly  satisfies  both  standards.  Viewed  as  an  informational  document,  the  EIR’s  Project 
Description  provided  sufficient  information  about  the  Project  to  allow  the  public  and 
reviewing  agencies  to  evaluate  and  review  its  environmental  impacts,  and  also  provided 
the  required  “main  features”  of  the  Project.  (See  Dry  Creek  Citizens  Coalition  v.  County 
of  Tulare  (1999)  70  Cal.App.4th  20,  28  (Dry  Creek).) 

D.  Does  the  EIR  Contain  an  Adequate  Discussion  About  the  Presence  and 

Remediation  of  Hazardous  Substances? 

CSTI  claims  “the  EIR  does  not  describe,  at  a project-level  degree  of  detail,  the 
existing  location  and  nature  of  all  hazardous  materials  [in  the  Project  area} ...  or  whether 
and  how  the  City  will  remediate  such  toxic  material  as  part  of  the  Project.” 

It  is  well  documented  that  soil,  groundwater,  and  existing  structures  on  Treasure 
Island  are  contaminated  with  hazardous  materials.  Surveys  conducted  by  the  United 
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States  Navy  (Navy)  in  1 994  and  2005  revealed  soil  and  groundwater  contaminants,  such 
as  petroleum,  hydrocarbons,  volatile  organic  compounds,  semi-volatile  organic 
compounds,  poly-aromatic  hydrocarbons,  dioxins,  pesticides,  herbicides,  PCBs,  heavy 
metals  (primarily  lead),  asbestos,  and  low-level  radiological  material  Buildings  are 
contaminated  with  lead-based  paint  and  asbestos.  The  EIR  contains  extensive 
information  on  the  presence  and  location  of  these  hazardous  substances. 

It  should  be  stressed  at  the  outset  of  this  discussion  that  at  the  time  the  EIR  was 
being  prepared,  the  cleanup  of  the  site  was  the  sole  responsibility  of  the  Navy  and  was 
subject  to  detailed  federal,  state,  and  local  laws  and  regulations,  including  laws  that 
specifically  apply  to  remediation  of  military  bases  designated  for  closure,  like  Naval 
Station  Treasure  Island.  As  the  EIR  explains,  the  Navy  will  complete  the  cleanup  of  each 
parcel  of  land  before  it  is  transferred  to  TIDA,  the  Project  developer.  Prior  to  transfer, 
the  Navy  will  issue  a “Finding  of  Suitability  to  Transfer”  (POST)  to  document  that  the 
Navy  has  investigated  the  parcel,  that  remedial  efforts  (if  needed)  have  been  completed, 
and  that  the  parcel  is  ready  to  be  transferred.  The  EIR  explains:  “These  activities  are 
ongoing  and  will  occur  with  or  without  the  Proposed  Project.  These  activities  are  a 
precursor  to  future  transfer  and  redevelopment  of  the  area,  either  as  the  Proposed  Project 
or  for  some  other  use.”  The  Navy’s  cleanup  activities  are  discussed  in  the  EIR  for 
informational  purposes  only.8 

The  Navy  has  completed  its  investigation  of  hazardous  substances  on  the  entirety 
of  Treasure  Island;  and  at  oral  argument  held  before  the  trial  court  on  June  15, 2012,  it 
was  reported  that  out  of  approximately  400  acres,  about  1 70  acres  had  been  cleared  by 
the  Navy  “and  don’t  contain  any  contaminants  at  all,  or  if  they  did,  it’s  already  been 
cleaned  up.”  The  Navy  is  scheduled  to  continue  issuing  FOSTs  for  additional  parcels  in 
coming  years. 


8 In  fact,  the  Navy  has  taken  the  position  that  it  is  not  a “public  agency”  of  the 
State  of  California  within  the  meaning  of  CEQA  (see  § 21063)  and  therefore,  it  is  not 
subject  to  CEQA’s  requirements. 
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Therefore,  the  “operating  assumption”  is  that  the  Navy  will  complete  the  cleanup 
before  the  property  is  conveyed  to  the  City.  Although  no  early  transfer  is  planned,  the 
EIR  acknowledges  that  under  certain  circumstances  the  TIDA  or  its  affiliated  agency, 
TICD,  could  enter  into  an  agreement  with  the  Navy  to  assume  responsibility  for 
remediation  of  a particular  site. 

CSTI  cites  Site  30  as  a “vivid  example”  of  a scenario  in  which  TIDA  or  TICD 
would  have  to  engage  in  cleanup  activities.  Site  30  totals  1 .5  acres  and  is  a former  trash 
dump  laden  with  hazardous  materials,  such  as  dioxins  and  lead.  In  2003,  the  Navy 
capped  Site  30  with  a concrete  pad,  measuring  approximately  10,000  square  feet.  The 
concrete  pad  is  the  foundation  of  a building  that  currently  serves  as  a daycare  facility. 
The  Navy  has  decided  to  leave  the  building  in  place  because,  as  it  currently  exists,  it 
poses  no  significant  risk  to  human  health  and  the  environment.  However,  after  the  Navy 
transfers  this  property,  it  is  possible  that  the  building  on  Site  30  will  be  demolished  along 
with  its  concrete  pad,  thereby  disturbing  the  underlying  contaminated  soil,  in  which  case 
TIDA  or  TICD  would  have  to  assume  responsibility  for  investigating,  evaluating,  and 
remediating  any  hazardous  substances. 

The  EIR  identified  and  the  City  approved,  Mitigation  Measure  M-HZ-1  to  address 
this  contingency.  The  EIR  describes  the  federal,  state,  and  local  laws  and  regulations 
governing  any  cleanup,  identifies  the  agencies  (including  California’s  Department  of 
Toxic  Substances  Control)  responsible  for  oversight,  and  describes  the  standards  used  to 
conclude  that  a site  does  not  pose  a significant  risk  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

It  is  emphasized  that  in  the  event  TICD  or  TIDA  assumes  responsibility  for  cleanup 
efforts,  it  would  be  subject  to  the  same  environmental  regulations  and  regulatory 
oversight  as  the  Navy. 

Despite  these  provisions*  CSTI  claims  the  trial  court  erred  because  the  EIR 
“provides  no  project-level  details  as  to  precisely  where,  when  or  to  what  extent 
[remediation]  activities  may  be  required.”  Additionally,  CSTI  argues  the  “City 
unlawfully  deferred  the  development  and  adoption  of  mitigation  measures  for  significant, 
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adverse  impacts  resulting  from  the  disturbance  of  contaminated  soil  and 
groundwater ” 

In  arguing  the  EIR  did  not  adequately  address  hazardous  substances,  CSTI 
compares  this  case  with  McQueen  \\  Board  of  Directors  (1988)  202  Cal.App,3d  1136 
{McQueen),  disapproved  on  other  grounds  in  Western  States  Petroleum  Assn.  v.  Superior 
Court  (1995)  9 Cal  .4th  559,  570,  footnote  2.  In  McQueen , the  court  rejected  the 
contention  that  the  district’s  acquisition  of  surplus  federal  property  containing  toxic  and 
hazardous  substances  was  entirely  exempt  from  CEQA  review.  The  purchase  of  the 
contaminated  land  was  made  in  conjunction  with  the  adoption  of  an  interim  use  and 
management  plan,  where  the  district  was  “immediately  obliged  to  properly  store,  use,  or 
dispose  of  PCB  upon  acquiring  this  property . . . {Id.  at  p.  1147.)  The  McQueen  court 
found  the  district  had  employed  an  incomplete  and  misleading  description  of  its  project  in 
determining  that  it  was  exempt  from  CEQA.  The  court  stated,  “While  there  is  evidence 
the  district  gave  notice  of  the  proposed  property  acquisition,  there  is  no  evidence  that  the 
notice  mentioned  the  acquisition  of  toxic,  hazardous  substances."  {Id.  atp.  1150.)  The 
court  required  CEQA  analysis  because  it  was  foreseeable  that  the  district  would  need  to 
do  something — store  the  toxic  materials  or  dispose  of  them — once  it  acquired  the  land. 

{Id.  at  p.  1147.) 

CSTI  claims  this  case  is  the  same  as  McQueen  because  “the  City  violated  CEQA 
by  certifying  its  EIR  as  constituting  project-level  review  where  the  EIR  fails  to  disclose 
and  analyze  how  it  would  store,  manage,  and/or  dispose  of  the  hazardous  materials  it 
would  knowingly  acquire."  However,  unlike  the  situation  profiled  in  McQueen,  where 
environmental  review  of  hazardous  substances  was  avoided  entirely,  the  EIR  in  this  case 
contains  exhaustive  information  on  the  presence  of  hazardous  materials  on  Treasure 
Island,  and  the  ongoing  cleanup  efforts  conducted  by  the  Navy. 

Furthermore,  unlike  McQueen , the  approval  of  the  EIR  for  this  Project  does  not 
assume  TIDA  or  T1CD  will  undertake  any  responsibility  for  the  cleanup.  McQueen  has 
been  distinguished  by  a number  of  cases  that  note  that  it  was  the  actual  environmental 
effect  of  foreseeable  cleanup  activities— not  the  mere  acquisition  of  contaminated  land — 
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that  triggered  the  need  forCEQA  review.  (See,  e.g.,  Maintain  Our  Desert  Environment 
v.  Town  of  Apple  Valley  (2004)  124  CaLApp.4th  430,  442;  Silveira  v.  Las  Gallinas  Valley 
Sanitation  Dist.  (1997)  54  Cal.App.4th  980,  991 ; Baird  v.  County  of  Contra  Costa  (1995) 
32  Cal.App.4th  1464,  1468-1469.)  This  is  a distinguishing  feature  that  is  present  in  this 
case  as  well.  At  this  point  in  time,  the  specific  features  of  any  cleanup  effort  that  will 
have  to  be  undertaken  by  TIDA  or  TICD  are  merely  abstract  and  speculative. 
Nevertheless,  out  of  an  abundance  of  caution,  the  E1R  sets  out  mitigation  measures  that 
“are  a backup,  a contingent  mitigation  in  the  event  that  [t]he  City  assumes  control  of  the 
cleanup.” 

Our  Supreme  Court  has  clarified  that  under  circumstances  similar  to  those 
presented  here,  CEQA  analysis  is  not  required,  and  instead  may  be  postponed  to  “a  later 
planning  stage  [for]  the  evaluation  of  those  project  details  that  are  not  reasonably 
foreseeable  when  the  agency  first  approves  the  project.”  (Save  Tara  v.  City  of  West 
Hollywood  (2008)  45  Cal.4th  1 16,  139;  see  Guidelines,  § 15145  [EIR  need  not  engage  in 
speculation].)  Currently,  TIDA  or  TICD  cannot  possibly  know  whether  it  will  be  called 
upon  to  undertake  a more  active  role  in  the  investigation  and  cleanup  of  any  portion  of 
the  Project  site;  and  where  “an  EIR  cannot  provide  meaningful  information  about  a 
speculative  future  project,  deferral  of  an  environmental  assessment  does  not  violate 
CEQA.  [Citations.]”  (Rio  Vista  Farm  Bureau , supra,  5 Ca!.App.4th  at  p.  373.) 

CSTI  also  criticizes  Mitigation  Measure  M-HZ-i,  which  was  set  out  in  the  EIR  in 
the  event  TIDA  or  TICD  has  to  assume  control  of  portions  of  the  cleanup,  as  containing 
“only  a ‘generalized  goal’  that  the  developer  devise  protocols  and  criteria  for  managing 
contaminated  soil  and  water.” 

In  making  this  argument,  CSTI  compares  this  mitigation  plan  with  the  mitigation 
plan  we  struck  down  in  CBE , supra , 1 84  Cal.App.4th  70.  In  CBE,  the  lead  agency 
approved  an  EIR  for  a refinery  project  that  deferred  formulation  of  a mitigation  plan  for 
greenhouse  gas  emissions  (to  be  approved  by  the  City  Council)  until  one  year  after 
project  approval.  (Id  at  p.  92.)  This  court  found  that  deferring  the  formulation  of 
greenhouse  gas  mitigation  measures  was  improper;  particularly  where  the  delay  was  due 


21 


to  the  agency’s  reluctance  to  make  a finding  early  in  the  EIR  process  that  emissions 
generated  by  the  project  would  create  a significant  effect  on  the  environment.  Moreover, 
the  mitigation  plan  “offered  no  assurance  that  the  plan  for  how  the  [project’s  greenhouse 
gas  emissions  would  be  mitigated  to  a net-zero  standard  was  both  feasible  and 
efficacious,  and  [it]  created  no  objective  criteria  for  measuring  success.”  (Id.  at  p.  95.) 

More  recently,  in  Oakland  Heritage , supra , 195  Cal.App.4th  884  this  court  upheld 
deferring  site-specific  seismic  impact  mitigation  measures  when  the  EIR  relied  on 
compliance  with  “a  regulatory  scheme  designed  to  ensure  seismic  safety”  that  gave 
“adequate  assurance  that  seismic  impacts  will  be  mitigated  through  engineering  methods 
known  to  be  feasible  and  effective.”  (Id.  at  p.  912.)  Relying  heavily  on  Oakland 
Heritage , the  court  in  City  of  Maywood  v.  Los  Angeles  Unified  School  Dist.  (2012)  208 
Cal.App.4th  362  (City  of  Maywood),  upheld  a mitigation  plan  in  which  the  School 
District  committed  itself  to  perform  additional  analysis  of  hazardous  waste  contamination 
and  to  remediate  any  existing  contamination  pursuant  to  state  and  local  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements  and  under  the  supervision  of  the  Department  of  Toxic 
Substances  Control.  (Id.  at  p.  412.) 

This  case  has  more  in  common  with  Oakland  Heritage  and  City  of  Maywood  than 
it  has  with  CBE.  In  contrast  to  the  nascent  plan  for  mitigation  we  examined  in  CBE,  the 
EIR  here  provides  ample  information  regarding  the  standards  that  will  be  applied,  the 
techniques  used,  and  the  oversight  provided  in  the  event  the  City  assumes  future 
responsibility  for  remediation.  Specifically,  the  EIR  identifies  the  standards  used  by 
regulatory  agencies  to  determine  the  efficacy  of  the  cleanup  efforts  undertaken  at  each 
parcel.  The  EIR  also  describes  the  analytical  process  used  to  ensure  those  standards  are 
achieved.  Furthermore,  the  EIR  identifies  the  agencies  involved,  particularly  the 
Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control  and  the  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board, 
and  describes  their  regulatory  authority.  These  regulatory  standards  and  agency  oversight 
apply,  regardless  of  whether  the  cleanup  is  performed  by  the  Navy,  TIDA  or  T1CD. 

The  Guidelines  specifically  recognize  that  mitigation  measures  requiring 
adherence  to  regulatory  requirements  or  other  performance  criteria  are  permitted. 
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(Guidelines,  § 15126.4,  subd.  (a)(1)(B);  see  Oakland  Heritage , supra , 195  Cal.App.4th  at 
p.  906  [“[A]  condition  requiring  compliance  with  regulations  is  a common  and 
reasonable  mitigation  measure,  and  may  be  proper  where  it  is  reasonable  to  expect 
compliance”].)  The  court  reviews  the  adequacy  of  these  measures  under  the  “substantial 
evidence”  standard  of  review.  (Id,  at  p.  905;  California  Native  Plant  Society  v.  City  of 
Rancho  Cordova  (2009)  172  Cal.App.4th  603,  625-626  [same].)  CSTI  has  failed  to 
identify  any  evidence  in  the  record  suggesting  that  requiring  regulatory  compliance  as 
mitigation  would  be  infeasible  or  ineffective.  We  thus  reject  CSTPs  challenge  to  the 
EIR’s  mitigation  measures. 

CSTI  next  claims  “[a]nother  example  of  the  lack  of  project-specific  details 
associated  with  hazardous  materials”  is  the  possibility  for  a need  for  a redesign  to  move 
development  from  Site  12  to  Site  24.  Section  6.2  of  the  Disposition  and  Development 
Agreement  (DDA)  describes  the  understanding  of  the  City,  TIDA  and  TICD  regarding 
the  manner  in  which  parcels  are  expected  to  become  available  from  the  Navy.  Section 
6.2.5  of  the  DDA,  entitled  “Redesign  Trigger  Event,”  addresses  the  possibility  that  the 
transfer  of  Site  12  may  be  delayed,  or  its  use  restricted,  because  of  the  presence  of 
hazardous  substances,  so  as  to  preclude  development  of  this  area.  Section  6.2.5(b)  states 
that  if  this  occurs,  TICD  has  the  right  to  submit  applications  to  shift  development  from 
Site  12  to  Site  24. 

CSTI  argues  because  such  a redesign  is  possible,  the  EIR  should  have  analyzed  it. 
Specifically,  CSTI  complains,  the  EIR  “does  not  Include  any  such  "redesign"  plans — the 
new  design  would  be  left  up  to  the  Developer  after  project  approval  [citation] — and  the 
EIR  does  not  analyze  the  impacts  of  shifting  development  to  this  location  ” 

However,  at  this  point,  the  potential  for  redesign  based  on  the  presence  of 
hazardous  substances  at  Site  1 2 is  entirely  speculative.  An  EIR  is  not  required  to  engage 
in  speculative  analysis.  (Guidelines,  § 15145.)  Indeed,  this  core  principle  is  well 
established  in  the  Guidelines  and  case  law.  While  a lead  agency  must  use  its  “best 
efforts”  to  evaluate  environmental  effects,  including  the  use  of  reasonable  forecasting, 
“foreseeing  the  unforeseeable”  is  not  required,  nor  is  predicting  the  unpredictable  or 


23 


quantifying  the  unquantifiabie.  (Guidelines.  § 15064,  suhd.  (d)(3)  [“A  change  which  is 
speculative  or  unlikely  to  occur  is  not  reasonably  foreseeable”];  Cadiz  Land  Co.  v.  Rail 
Cycle  (2000)  83  Cal.App.4th  74,  107-108  [“  ‘agency  is  required  to  forecast  only  to  the 
extent  that  an  activity  could  be  reasonably  expected  under  the  circumstances’  ”].) 

This  rule  rests  on  both  economic  and  practical  considerations.  It  has  long  been 
recognized  that  premature  attempts  to  evaluate  effects  that  are  uncertain  to  occur  or 
whose  severity  cannot  reliably  be  measured  is  “a  needlessly  wasteful  drain  of  the  public 
fisc.  [Citation.]”  {Environmental  Council  of  Sacramento  v.  City  of  Sacramento  (2006) 

1 42  Cal.App.4th  1018,  1031;  see,  e.g.,  Save  Round  Valley  Alliance  v.  County  of  Inyo 
(2007)  157  Cal.App.4th  1437,  1450-1451  [an  EIR  for  a subdivision  of  single-family 
residences  was  not  deficient  in  failing  to  consider  the  possibility  that  the  future  lot  owners 
might  build  a second  dwelling  on  their  lot  pursuant  to  a local  ordinance  allowing  such 
dwellings,  because  the  possibility  was  remote  and  speculative].) 

It  should  also  be  pointed  out  that  Site  12  is  designated  for  residential  and  open- 
space  uses.  Site  24  is  zoned  as  open  space.  Thus,  to  accommodate  the  shift  of 
development  from  Site  12  to  Site  24,  the  City  would  have  to  amend  its  zoning  map  for 
the  site.  Such  a shift,  should  it  occur,  would  be  a discretionary  action  requiring 
supplemental  environmental  review.  (§  21166.)  The  EIR  acknowledges  the  need  for 
supplemental  environmental  review  in  the  event  such  a rezone  is  proposed.  Thus,  at  this 
stage,  tire  EIR  was  not  required  to  analyze  the  specific  impacts  of  a theoretical  shift  in 
development  from  Site  12  to  Site  24. 

E»  Should  the  Draft  EIR  Have  Been  Recirculated  in  Light  of  New  Information ? 

CSTI  next  claims  the  EIR  should  have  been  recirculated  in  light  of  “significant 
new  information”  developed  during  the  public  comment  period  from  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard  (Coast  Guard)  indicating  the  project  may  interfere  with  vessel  safety  and 
homeland  security  on  San  Francisco  Bay. 

The  Coast  Guard’s  Vessel  Traffic  Service  (VTS)  regulates  ship  traffic  on  San 
Francisco  Bay  and  is  “an  essential  component  of  the  Coast  Guard's  [Maritime  Homeland 
Security]  mission.”  The  draft  EIR  acknowledges  the  existence  of  the  Coast  Guard’s  VTS 
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system  and  states  the  Project  sponsors  will  enter  into  an  agreement  with  the  Coast  Guard 
with  respect  to  the  construction  schedule,  construction  activities,  and  access  to  the  Coast 
Guard  facility. 

In  response  to  its  review  of  the  draft  EIR,  the  Coast  Guard  submitted  a letter 
indicating  the  VTS  system’s  “line  of  sight  would  potentially  be  broken  by  several  of  the 
buildings  proposed  in  the  [Development  Plan],”  Specifically,  the  Coast  Guard  was 
concerned  that  any  building  constructed  on  Treasure  Island  exceeding  heights  of  300  feet 
could  interfere  with  the  VTS  system,  “creating  an  unacceptable  maritime  risk  to  both  the 
vessels  and  the  public  without  mitigation,”  To  resolve  this  issue,  the  Coast  Guard 
expressed  its  willingness  “to  work  with  the  developers  to  identify  appropriate  locations 
on  Treasure  Island  for  additional  [Coast  Guard]  facilities  to  maintain  direct  radio  and 
radar  contact  with  vessels  in  the  navigable  waters  of  the  Bay.” 

In  reply  to  the  letter,  the  City,  TICD  and  TIDA  met  privately  with  the  Coast  Guard 
after  the  draft  EIR  comment  period  closed.  TICD  and  TIDA  conducted  technical  studies 
to  determine  the  minimum  building  height  which  could  potentially  affect  VTS  equipment 
operations.  These  heights  are  shown  in  “Heights  Requiring  Consultation  Plan”  in  the 
D4D.  The  final  EIR  amended  the  D4D  to  require  consultation  with  the  Coast  Guard  if 
future  proposals  are  made  for  the  construction  of  buildings  taller  than  heights  specified  in 
the  D4D  to  determine  “whether  interference  would  occur;  identify  appropriate 
modifications  to  any  proposed  buildings  that  could  cause  interference;  and  require  the 
building  developer  to  make  space  available  arid  provide  access  to  the  Coast  Guard  to 
place  equipment  on  the  roof  of  the  building ...  or  establish  some  other  similar  solution, 
as  necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  direct  radar  and  radio  contact  between  the 
VTS  and  vessels  in  the  navigable  waters  of  San  Francisco  Bay.”  A May  25, 201 1 letter 
from  the  Coast  Guard  indicated  it  “reviewed  and  is  comfortable  with  the  proposed 
consultation  process  which  addressed  the  concerns  raised  in  our  September  3,  2010 
letter.” 

We  first  address  CSTFs  argument  that  private  meetings  between  the  Coast  Guard 
and  the  City,  TICD  and  TIDA  somehow  subverted  CEQA’s  public  disclosure  and 
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participation  procedures.  CEQA  allows,  if  not  encourages,  public  agencies  to  revise 
projects  in  light  of  new  information  revealed  during  the  CEQA  process.  “The  CEQA 
reporting  process  is  not  designed  to  freeze  the  ultimate  proposal  in  the  precise  mold  of 
the  initial  project;  indeed,  new  and  unforeseen  insights  may  emerge  during  investigation, 
evoking  revision  of  the  original  proposal.  [Citation,]5'  ( County  of  Inyo,  supra,  71 
Cal.App.3d  at  p.  199;  see  also  River  Valley  Preservation  Project  v.  Metropolitan  Transit 
Development  Bd . (1995)  37  Cal.App.4th  154,  168,  fn.  II.)  One  court  found  the  changes 
made  in  the  project  in  response  to  concerns  raised  in  the  extended  environmental  review 
process  showed  “CEQA  fulfilled  its  purpose.”  ( Western  Placer , supra , 144  Cal.App.4th 
at  p.  905.)  In  short,  this  is  the  way  CEQA  is  supposed  to  work — the  public  comment 
process  may  reveal  new  and  unforeseen  insights  about  the  project  that  will  affect  the  final 
Project  design. 

CST1  argues  these  “modifications  to  the  [FJrojeef 5 triggered  CEQA’s  mandatory 
recirculation  procedures,  so  that  the  interested  public  could  be  informed  “of  such 
undisclosed,  potentially  significant  adverse  impacts  on  vessel  safety  and  Homeland 
security  impacts  on  the  Bay,  and  review  and  respond  to  them  in  a renewed  public 
comment  period.55 

When  the  matter  was  raised  below,  the  decision  not  to  recirculate  the  EIR  was 
explained  as  follows:  “Consultation  prior  to  final  building  design  would  assure  that  the 
Coast  Guard  operations  would  not  be  affected  by  proposed  development  on  Treasure 
Island,  and  therefore  no  impacts  would  occur  to  vessel  safety  on  the  Bay.”  CSTI 
disagrees  with  this  assessment  and  claims  the  information  in  the  final  EIR  was  significant 
enough  to  warrant  recirculation. 

The  Guidelines  describe  the  types  of  “significant  new  information”  requiring 
recirculation  of  a draft  EIR.  These  include  disclosure  of  “[a]  significant  new 
environmental  impact,’5  "[a]  substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of  an  environmental 
impact,55  and  the  addition  of  a “feasible  project  alternative  or  mitigation  measure 
considerably  different  from  the  others  previously  analyzed.55  (Guidelines,  §§  15088.5, 
subd.  (a)(l)-(3).)  The  Guidelines  state  that  “[n]ew  information  added  to  an  EIR  is  not 
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‘significant5  unless  the  E1R  is  changed  in  a way  that  deprives  the  public  of  a meaningful 
opportunity  to  comment  upon  a substantial  adverse  environmental  effect  of  the  project  or 
a feasible  way  to  mitigate  or  avoid  such  an  effect . . . (Guidelines,  § 15088.5, 
subd.  (a).) 

The  trial  court  found  the  Coast  Guard’s  letter  raising  the  VTS  issue  and  the  City’s 
response  to  that  letter  did  not  result  in  “significant  new  information”  within  the  meaning 
of  CEQA  that  would  require  recirculation  of  the  EIR.  The  trial  court  held:  “[T]he  record 
contains  substantial  evidence  indicating  that  the  Coast  Guard’s  VTS  system  is  compatible 
with  urban  development,  and  that  adjustments  to  that  system  can  be  accommodated  in  a 
manner  that  ensures  the  continued  effectiveness  of  that  system,  without  giving  rise  to 
environmental  impacts.” 

In  claiming  the  trial  court  erred,  CSTI  contends  the  City’s  decision  not  to 
recirculate  the  EIR  “involve[s]  a procedural  violation  of  CEQA’s  public  participation  and 
informed  decisionmaking  procedures  that  is  reviewed  de  novo  by  the  courts.”  (Italics 
omitted.)  This  argument  ignores  well-established  law  that  courts  must  defer  to  an 
agency’s  explicit  or  implicit  decision  not  to  recirculate  a draft  EIR  so  long  as  it  is 
supported  by  substantial  evidence.  ( Laurel  Heights  Improvement  Assn.  v.  Regents  of 
University  of  California  (1993)  6 Cal.4th  1 1 12, 1 135  ( Laurel  Heights  II);  see  also  South 
County  Citizens  for  Smart  Growth  v.  County  of  Nevada  (2013)  221  Cal.App.4th  316,  330 
( South  County  Citizens)  [appellant  bears  burden  of  proving  decision  not  to  recirculate  the 
final  EIR  is  not  supported  by  substantial  evidence];  Clover  Valley  Foundation  v.  City  of 
Rocklin  (2011)  197  Cal.App.4th  200, 223.)  Indeed,  as  the  court  stated  in  Western  Placer , 
supra , 144  Cal.App.4th  at  page  903,  an  agency’s  determination  not  to  recirculate  is  given 
“substantial  deference”  and  is  presumed  “to  be  correct.” 

CSTI  not  only  ignores  the  standard  of  review;  it  never  mentions  that,  in  approving 
the  Project  and  certifying  the  EIR,  the  City  explicitly  found  “[consultation  prior  to  final 
building  design  would  assure  that  the  Coast  Guard  operations  would  not  be  affected  by 
proposed  development  on  Treasure  Island,  and  therefore  no  impacts  would  occur  to 
vessel  safety  on  the  Bay.”  (Italics  added.)  CSTI’s  burden  on  appeal  is  to  set  forth  the 
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evidence  supporting  this  finding,  and  then  to  show  why  it  is  lacking.  (South  County 
Citizens,  supra,  22 ! Cal.App.4th  at  p.  330;  Defend  the  Bay  v.  City  of  Irvine  (2004)  1 1 9 
Cai.App.4th  1261,  1266;  Tracy  First  v.  City  of  Tracy  (2009)  177  Cal.App.4th  912,  935; 
Sierra  Club  v.  City  of  Orange  (2008)  1 63  Cal.App.4th  523,  540-541.)  CSTI  does  not 
even  attempt  to  make  an  argument  that  the  consultation  process  incorporated  into  the 
final  EIR,  which  would  avoid  any  potential  impacts  to  the  VTS  system,  would  be 
ineffective  or  would  not  be  carried  out  as  designed.  (See  Dry  Creek,  supra,  70 
Cal.App.4th  at  p.  34  [EIR  reasonably  assumes  integral  project  features  would  be 
implemented].)  “This  is  fatal  to  its  claim.'5  ( South  County  Citizens,  supra,  221 
Cal.App.4th  at  p.  33 1 .) 

When  all  of  these  circumstances  are  considered,  CSTI  has  failed  to  show  that 
meaningful  public  comment  was  thwarted,  in  Laurel  Heights  II,  the  court  considered 
whether  several  categories  of  new  information  added  to  the  final  EIR  constituted 
“significant  new  information”  triggering  recirculation.  ( Laurel  Heights  II,  supra,  6 
Cal.4th  at  p,  i 136.)  The  draft  EIR  in  Laurel  Heights  II  did  not  discuss  the  potential 
visual  effects  of  the  light  glare  from  the  project,  but  in  response  to  public  comments,  the 
final  EIR  included  a discussion  of  the  impact,  concluded  it  was  less  than  significant,  but 
nonetheless  imposed  a mitigation  measure.  (Id.  atp.  1140.)  The  court  found  that  the 
impact  from  the  light  was  insignificant  and  thus  did  not  trigger  a requirement  that  the  EIR 
be  recirculated.  (Id.  at  pp.  1 140-1 141.) 

Like  the  light  glare  in  Laurel  Heights  II,  the  new  information  about  the  Project’s 
potential  impacts  on  the  Coast  Guard’s  VTS  system,  and  the  modification  of  the  D4D  to 
add  a consultation  requirement,  did  not  show  any  new  significant  adverse  impacts.9 


9 CSTI  surmises  that  “mitigation  measures  calling  for  the  relocation  of  [Coast 
Guard’s]  VTS  to  the  top  of  private,  high-rise  residential  towers  in  the  middle  of  San 
Francisco  Bay  may,  themselves,  have  significant  adverse  effects  triggering  a mandatory 
finding  of  significance  under  CEQA.”  (Original  underscoring,  fh.  omitted.)  There  is  no 
evidence  supporting  this  conjecture.  (Pah  Band  of  Mission  Indians  v.  County  of  San 
Diego  (1998)  68  Cal.App.4th  556,  577  [speculative  possibilities  are  not  substantial 
evidence  of  environmental  impact].) 
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Here,  the  refinements  that  occurred  in  the  EIR  at  the  Coast  Guard’s  behest  do  not 
constitute  the  type  of  significant  new  information  requiring  recirculation,  (See,  e.g., 
California  Oak,  supra , 188  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  266-268  [seismic  studies  and  requests  for 
further  investigation  by  regulators  did  not  trigger  duty  to  recirculate  draft  EIR  absent 
evidence  of  new  seismic  risks];  Western  Placer , supra,  144  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  904-905 
[no  recirculation  required  despite  changes  in  project  phasing  in  response  to  concerns 
expressed  after  draft  EIR  was  circulated].) 

F.  Does  the  EIR  Adequately  Discuss  Preservation  of  Historic  Resources? 

CSTI  next  claims  the  EIR  “failed  to  analyze  or  mitigate  impacts  to  historic 
resources  at  a project-level  of  detail,  because  it  does  not  disclose  or  analyze  the 
prospective  end  reuses  of  Buildings  1 and  3,  which  all  parties  agree  are  qualifying 
historic  resources . . . 

Historic  resources  are  accorded  special  protection  under  CEQA,  and  the  state  must 
“take  all  action  necessary  to  protect,  rehabilitate,  and  enhance  the  environmental  quality 
of  the  state5’  including  the  protection  and  rehabilitation  of  “objects  of  historic  or  aesthetic 
significance.”  (§§21001,  subd.  (a),  21060.5.)  “ ‘ “Historical  resource”  includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  any  object,  building,  structure,  site,  area,  [or]  place . . . which  is 
historically  or  archaeologically  significant,  or  is  significant  in  the  architectural, 
engineering,  scientific,  economic,  agricultural,  educational,  social,  political,  military,  or 
cultural  annals  of  California.5  ” (§  5020 J,  subd.  (J);  see  Friends  of  Sierra  Madre  v.  City 
of  Sierra  Madre  (2001)  25  Cal.4th  165,  186.) 

Buildings  1 and  3 were  constructed  in  an  Art  Moderne  style  as  permanent 
structures  for  an  international  exhibition  celebrating  the  construction  of  the  Golden  Gate 
and  Bay  Bridges.  They  have  historical  significance  and  will  be  retained.  However,  at  the 
time  the  EIR  was  prepared,  specific  uses  for  these  buildings  had  not  been  identified, 
although  it  was  envisioned  “the  large,  open  exposition/hangar  spaces  within  [these 
buildings]  would  flexibly  accommodate  a wide  variety  of  potential  uses55  with  minimal 
changes  to  the  buildings’  distinctive  features.  Once  specific  architectural  design 
proposals  are  selected,  the  D4D  requires  that  Buildings  1 and  3 be  rehabilitated  in 
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accordance  with  the  United  States  Secretary  of  the  Interior’s  Standards  for  the 
Rehabilitation  and  Guidelines  for  Rehabilitating  Historic  Buildings  (Secretary’s 
Standards). 

The  Secretary’s  Standards  are  the  benchmark  that  CEQA  uses  to  establish  whether 
a project  will  have  a significant  adverse  impact  to  a historic  property.  Guidelines  section 
15064.5,  subdivision  (b)(3)  reads  as  follows:  ‘‘Generally,  a project  that  follows  the 
[Secretary’s  Standards]  shall  be  considered  as  mitigated  to  a level  of  less  than  a 
significant  impact  on  the  historical  resource/' 

CSTI  claims  that  because  there  is  no  documentation  showing  actual  proposed 
architectural  designs  for  Buildings  1 and  3,  the  E1R  failed  “to  analyze  or  mitigate  impacts 
to  historic  resources  at  a project-level  of  detail."  However,  as  we  have  emphasized,  the 
Guidelines  provide  that  if  the  Secretary’s  Standards  are  adhered  to,  any  impact  to  these 
historical  structures  that  might  otherwise  be  regarded  as  adverse  will  be  considered  to 
have  been  mitigated  to  insignificant  levels.  The  EIR  clearly  prohibits  making  any 
physical  alterations  to  Buildings  1 and  3 that  do  not  comply  with  the  Secretary’s 
Standards.  It  is  difficult  to  imagine  any  more  specific  criteria  protecting  the  architectural 
integrity  of  these  structures. 

Although  CSTI  claims  there  are  proposals  for  the  reuse  of  these  building  that 
could  potentially  violate  the  Secretary’s  Standards,  it  does  not  cite  evidence  supporting 
this  claim.  This  court  can  assume  that  the  Project  will  be  built  as  proposed,  and  that  any 
adaptive  reuses  for  Buildings  1 and  3 will  retain  their  historic  features  in  accordance  with 
the  Secretary’s  Standards.  (Dry  Creeks  supra,  70  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  33-34  [EIR  could 
assume  project  features  would  function  as  designed].) 

In  this  regard,  we  note  that  a public  comment  was  submitted  asking  what  would 
happen  if  a reuse  was  proposed  for  one  of  the  historic  buildings  that  was  inconsistent 
with  the  Secretary’s  Standards.  The  City  responded  that  “a  future  project  that  does  not 
conform  to  the  Secretary’s  Standards  is  not  covered  in  the  EIR  and  therefore  would 
require  additional  environmental  review  under  CEQA.”  Consequently,  the  door  is  left 
open  for  future,  supplemental  environmental  review  if  the  final  project  design  does  not 
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meet  the  Secretary’s  Standards,  potentially  creating  a significant  adverse  impact  on  a 
historic  resource.  CEQA  requires  nothing  more.  (See  Towards  Responsibility  in 
Planning  v.  City  Council  (1988)  200  Cal.App.3d  671, 681  [“It  would  be  unreasonable  to 
expect  this  EIR  to  produce  detailed  information  about  the  environmental  impacts  of  a 
future  [building]  whose  scope  is  uncertain  and  which  will  in  any  case  be  subject  to  its 
own  environmental  review”].) 

G.  Does  the  EIR  Assure  Consistency  with  the  Tidelands  Trust? 

It  is  well  settled  that  tidelands  remain  subject  to  a reserved  easement  in  the  State 
for  common  law  public  trust  purposes.  (See  generally  Marks  v.  Whitney  (1971)  6 Cal,3d 
25 1 , 259-261 .)  Under  the  common  law  public  trust  doctrine,  the  state  has  title  as  trustee 
to  all  tidelands  and  is  charged  with  “ "the  preservation  of  those  lands  in  their  natural  state, 
so  that  they  may  serve  as  ecological  units  for  scientific  study,  as  open  space,  and  as 
environments  which  provide  food  and  habitat  for  birds  and  marine  life,  and  which 
favorably  affect  the  scenery  and  climate  of  the  area.’  [Citation.]”  {National  Audubon 
Society  v.  Superior  Court  (1983)  33  Cai.3d  419,  434-435.)  There  is  also  a statutory  trust 
imposed  by  the  Treasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1 997  (1997  Conversion  Act).  (Health 
& Saf.  Code,  § 33492.5,  Stats.  1997,  ch.  898,  § 12,  p.  6456,  as  amended  by  Stats.  201  1, 
ch.  429,  § 2,  pp,  4511-4512.)  Both  the  trust  doctrine  and  the  1997  Conversion  Act  are 
referred  to  collectively  as  the  Tidelands  Trust  (Trust).  The  Trust  generally  prohibits 
residential,  general  office,  nan-maritime  industrial,  and  certain  recreational  uses  on  lands 
that  are  subject  to  the  Trust. 

CSTI  claims  the  EIR  “failed  to  disclose  and  analyze  the  impacts  of  proposed  non- 
trust  uses  on  portions  of  Treasure]  I[siand]”  that  are  subject  to  the  Trust.  To  the  extent 
CSTI  frames  its  argument  to  imply  that  non-trust  uses  would  be  permitted  on  lands 
restricted  by  the  Trust,  CSTI  is  wrong. 

As  the  EIR  explains,  there  will  be  no  inconsistencies  between  the  Project  and  the 
Trust  because  the  project  is  legally  required  to  conform  to  the  Trust.  The  EIR 
acknowledges  “[a]ny  portion  of  the  Project  Area  that  consists  of  tidelands  and  submerged 
lands,  or  former  tidelands  and  submerged  lands  that  have  been  filled,  will  become  subject 
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to  the  use  restrictions  imposed  under  the  Tidelands  Trust  upon  conveyance  from  the 
Navy  to  TIDA.”  TIDA,  the  trustee  of  Trust  properties  in  the  Project  area,  "has  a statutory 
duty  to  ensure  that  uses  on  Public  Trust  property  are  consistent  with  the  Public  Trust”  and 
“may  not  approve  any  use  that  it  finds  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  trust  or  otherwise  not 
allowed  under  the  Conversion  Act.” 

To  ensure  consistency,  the  D4D  establishes  a Tidelands  Trust  Overlay  Zone 
governing  all  property  subject  to  the  Public  Trust.  TIDA  must  review  all  uses  proposed 
within  the  overlay  zone  for  consistency  with  the  Trust.  It  was  also  envisioned,  “as  a 
matter  of  practice,  TIDA  and  the  State  Lands  Commission  will  continue  to  cooperate 
throughout  planning,  design,  and  buildout  of  the  Proposed  Project.”  The  EIR’s 
conclusion  that  the  uses  of  areas  subject  to  the  Trust  will  not  impact  Trust  values  is 
therefore  supported  by  evidence  in  the  record,  and  CST!  has  not  pointed  to  evidence 
indicating  otherwise. 

CSTI’s  argument  appears  to  be  that  because  certain  proposed  uses  are  not  yet 
known  to  be  consistent  with  the  Trust,  the  project  description  is  not  sufficiently 
“accurate,  finite  and  stable”  to  understand  the  Project’s  impacts.  CST1  identifies  some  of 
the  many  uses  proposed  for  the  property  subject  to  the  Trust,  i.e,  “solar  panels,  dog  parks, 

and  permanent  recreation  fields ” In  response  to  public  comments,  the  final  EIR 

addresses  whether  these  uses  would  be  considered  permissible  public  trust  uses.  “[UJses 
such  as  commercial,  open  space,  recreational  or  energy  uses  may  be  found  to  be 
consistent  depending  on  the  extent  to  which  such  uses  further  Public  Trust  purposes.” 
(Underscoring  added.)  However,  “[bjecause  each  use  on  Public  Trust  property  must  be 
evaluated  in  light  of  a!)  of  the  surrounding  circumstances,  it  is  premature  to  conclude 
whether  a particular  energy,  commercial,  open  space  and  recreation,  or 
cultural/institutional  use  . . . would  be  consistent  with  tire  Public  Trust.” 

There  is  nothing  in  this  record  to  indicate  that  the  Project  would  fail  to  achieve  the 
required  consistency  with  the  Trust.  The  EIR’s  analysis,  summarized  above,  complied 
with  the  Guidelines,  as  it  included  “a  sufficient  degree  of  analysis  to  provide 
decisionmakers  with  information  which  enables  them  to  make  a decision  which 
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intelligently  takes  account  of  environmental  consequences.”  (Guidelines,  § 15151.) 
Nothing  more  was  required.  (See  Napa  Citizens  for  Honest  Government  v.  Napa  County 
Bd.  of  Supervisors  (2001)  91  Cal.App.4th  342,  373  [CEQA  does  not  require  lead 
agencies  “to  engage  in  speculation  in  order  to  analyze  a ‘worst  case  scenario’  ”].) 

H.  The  Cross-Appeals 

As  TICD  and  TIHDI  set  out  in  the  preambles  to  their  cross-appeals,  it  is  only  if  we 
reverse  the  trial  court’s  decision  denying  CSTFs  petition  for  writ  of  mandate  that  we 
need  concern  ourselves  with  their  cross-appeals.  Having  determined  that  the  trial  court’s 
denial  of  CSTFs  petition  for  writ  of  mandate  should  be  affirmed,  we  need  not,  and  do 
not,  reach  the  issues  presented  in  the  cross-appeals. 

IV. 

DISPOSITION 

The  judgment  denying  the  petition  for  writ  of  mandate  is  affirmed.  In  light  of  this 
conclusion,  we  need  not,  and  therefore  do  not  address  the  issues  raised  in  the  cross- 
appeals. Costs  on  appeal  are  awarded  to  respondents. 
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RUVOLO,  P.  3. 


We  concur: 


REARDON,  I 


RIVERA,  J. 


A1 37828,  Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  v.  CCSF 
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PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
(Supreme  Court  Case  No.  S } 

T am  a citizen  of  the  United  States  of  America;  I am  over  the  age  of  18  years  and 
not  a party  to  the  above-titled  action;  my  business  address  is  129  “C”  St,  Suite  2 Davis, 
California,  95616. 

On  August  18, 2013, 1 served  a true  copy  of  the  foregoing  document  entitled 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW 

in  the  above-captioned  matter  on  the  persons  and  entities  identified  in  the  attached 
service  list  by  U.S.  Mail,  in  the  County  of  Sacramento,  California,  by  placing  the 
indicated  number  of  copies  of  the  foregoing  document  in  sealed  envelopes  addressed  to 
each  of  the  entities/persons  at  the  addresses  listed  below,  and  then,  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  business,  placing  the  sealed  envelopes  with  first  class  postage  pre-paid  in  the  custody 
the  United  States  Postal  Service  for  delivery. 

I certify  under  penalty  of  perjury  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  that  the 
foregoing  is  true  and  correct.  Executed  on  August  18,  2013,  in  the  County  of 
Sacramento,  California. 


Keith  G.  Wagner 


SERVICE  LIST 


Dennis  J.  Herrera,  City  Attorney 
Thomas  S.  LaKritz,  Deputy  City 
Attorney 

Andrea  Ruiz-Esquide,  Deputy  City 
Attorney 

Office  of  the  City  Attorney 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall  Room  234 
San  Francisco  CA  94102-4682 
Fax:  (415)  554-4745 
Attorneys  for  Respondents  on 

Whitman  F.  Manley 
Howard  F.  Wilkins  III 
Remy  Moose  Manley,  LLP 
455  Capitol  Mall,  Suite  210 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 
Fax:  (916)  443-2745 

Attorneys  for  Real  Party  in  Interest:  Treasure 
Island  Community  Development,  LLC 
(With  a courtesy  copy  by  e-mail  to  Mr. 
Wilkins  at  cwilkins(a4*tmmlaw.com.) 

(1  copy) 

Appeal: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors, 
San  Francisco  Municipal 
Transportation  Authority,  San 
Francisco  Planning  Commission,  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority 
(With  a courtesy  copy  by  e-mail  to 
Ms.  Ruiz-Esauide  at  andrea.ruiz- 
esauide(S)sfgov.org.) 

(1  copy) 

Mary  G.  Murphy 
Neil  H.  Sekhri 

Gibson,  Dunn  & Crutcher  LLP 
555  Mission  Street,  Suite  3000 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105-2933 
Fax:  (415)  374-8480 

Attorneys  for  Real  Party  in  Interest:  Treasure 
Island  Community  Development,  LLC 
(With  a courtesy  copy  by  e-mail  to  Ms. 
Murphy  at  mamurnhv^sibsondunn.com.) 

(1  copy) 

Michael  H.  Zischke 

Andrew  B.  Sabey 

Cox,  Castle  & Nicholson  LLP 

555  California  Street,  10th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104-1513 

Fax:  (415)  262-5199 

Attorneys  for  Real  Party  in  Interest: 

Clerk  of  the  Court 

San  Francisco  County  Superior  Court,  Dept. 
503 

400  McAllister  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
(1  copy) 

Treasure  Island  Homeless 
Development  Initiative,  Inc. 

(With  a courtesy  copy  by  e-mail  to 
Mr.  Sabey  at 
asabev(2),coxcastie.  com .) 

(1  copy) 

Clerk  of  the  Court 
California  Court  of  Appeal 
First  Appellate  Disk,  Div.  Four 
350  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco  CA  94102 
(1  copy) 
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San  Francisco 
Water  Power  Sewer 


651  Bryant  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
1415.554.0725 


NOTICE  OF  PLANNED  ELECTRIC  SERVICE  INTERRUPTION 

SFPUC  High  Voltage  Crew  will  have  the  power  off  for  to  the  following  business 
on  Treasure  Island  only  in  order  to  preform  necessary  repairs. 

This  will  help  us  ensure  reliable  service  to  our  customers.  In  order  to  safely 
perform  the  work,  we  will  be  temporarily  interrupting  your  electric  service. 
Although  we  will  do  our  best  to  minimize  the  length  of  the  service  interruption, 
please  be  prepared  to  be  without  service  on  the  following  date  (weather 
permitting)  and  for  the  estimated  time  indicated: 

Date:  Thursdayy,  August  28f,  2014  from  9:00am  to  1:00pm 

AFFECTED  SERVICE  AREAS:  Treasure  Island  Facilities  to  include; 

All  Units  Halibut  Ct,  Croaker  Ct,  Chinook  Ct,  addresses  1430,  1431,  1432, 
1433,  1434, 1435, 1436,  1437,  1438, 1439,  1440, 1441, 1442, 1443, 1444, 1445, 1447 
Sewer  lift  stations  at  if  & Ave  D #12,  if  & Ave  B # 34 
Storm  Station  # 26,  if  & Ave  of  the  Palms. 

It  is  important  to  note  the  following: 

• If  you  are  a landlord  with  tenant(s)  in  the  area  mentioned  above  and  the 
SFPUC  bill  is  in  your  name,  it  is  your  responsibility  to  notify  the  tenant(s) 
of  the  planned  service  interruption. 

• Unsafe  weather  conditions  or  an  unforeseen  emergency  will  force  us 
to  cancel  the  work  at  the  last  minute,  and  we  will  be  unable  to  notify 
you  of  the  cancellation.  However,  we  will  notify  you  of  the 
rescheduled  date  and  time. 

• SAFETY  WARNING:  Residents  shouldn’t  use  generators  under  any 

circumstances  without  housing  provider’s  knowledge.  If  you  use  a 
generator  during  the  service  interruption,  you  must  isolate  your  generator 
from  SFPUC  system.  Failure  to  do  so  will  not  only  damage  your 
generator,  but  can  cause  serious  injury  to  our  electric  crew  personnel. 

Here  are  a few  recommendations  to  help  minimize  any  inconvenience  to  you: 

• If  you  rely  on  life  support  devices  you  may  want  to  consider  the 
following: 

^ The  housing  providers  have  lists  of  who  has  medical  devices 
requiring  power  and  should  get  the  generators  ahead  of  time. 

Find  alternate  lodging  at  a location  not  affected  by  the  interruption 

• Computers  and  other  electronic  equipment  are  particularly  sensitive  to 
power  interruption.  We  recommend  unplugging  this  equipment  before  the 
shutdown  period. 

• Security  systems,  clocks,  irrigation  timers,  and  similar  equipment  will 
likely  require  resetting  after  the  shutdown  is  completed. 


• Contents  of  your  refrigerator  or  freezer  should  not  spoil  for  the  duration 
of  this  service  interruption  if  these  appliances  are  kept  closed. 

• Have  on  hand  battery-powered  flashlights  with  fresh  batteries. 

We  apologize  for  the  inconvenience  and  thank  you  for  your  patience. 


Residential  Water  Conservation  Services 

A Call  to  Conserve 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 


We’re  asking  a!!  customers  to  voluntarily  conserve  water. 

The  current  winter  is  one  of  the  driest  in  recorded  California  history.  That’s  why  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  is  urging  customers  to  voluntarily 
curtail  water  use.  Everyone  needs  to  do  their  part;  the  goall  is  to  reduce  overalls  usage 
by  at  least  10%.  Voluntary  water  conservation  efforts  in  the  coming  months  could 
help  avoid  possible  mandatory  rationing  in  the  future  should  the  drought  persist. 

Water  Conservation  Tips 

Conserving  water  is  as  easy  as  changing  everyday  habits: 

Don’t  let  the  water  run  while  brushing  your  teeth,  shaving  or  washing  dishes 
- saves  about  2 gallons  per  minute. 

Install  water-efficient  showerheads  and  faucet  aerators  - saves  2 gallons  per 
minute. 

Shorten  your  shower  time  by  3 minutes  - saves  about  8 gallons  of  water. 

A running  garden  hose  uses  about  15  gallons  per  minute.  Equip  hoses 
with  an  automatic  shutoff  nozzle  and  save. 

Use  a broom  to  clean  sidewalks,  driveways  and  pavement  instead  of  a hose  - 
saves  about  15  gallons  per  minute. 


The  typical  San 
Francisco  home 


could  help  meet  the 
voluntary  reduction 
goal  of  10%  if  each 
household  member 
reduced  his/her  daily 
water  use  by  about 
five  gallons  per  day. 


NEW!  Complete  our 
Home  Water  Conservation 
Checklist  to  help  identify 
ways  to  improve  the  water 
efficiency  of  your  home. 

J Available  online  ai 
sfwater.org/ 
conservation 


Reduce  one  load  of  laundry  per  week  by  waiting  to  run  full  loads  - saves  about 
20  gallons. 

Cut  back  on  your  outdoor  watering  or  irrigate  plants  only  as  needed. 

Repair  toilets  and  other  plumbing  leaks  ASAP  - saves  hundreds  of  gallons  per  day. 
Visit  sfwater.org/homeleaks  for  repair  tips.  Important  reminder:  Tenants  should 
immediately  report  leaking  fixtures  to  property  manager. 

Replace  older  toilets  and  clothes  washers  with  new  water-efficient  models  and  apply 
for  SFPUC  rebates.  These  two  fixtures  are  the  largest  water  users  in  the  home. 


The  SFPUC  offers  a number  of  services  and  programs 
to  assist  homes  and  apartments  use  water  wisely. 


♦ 


Water  Wise  Evaluation 

During  a free  Water-Wise 
Evaluation,  a water-efficiency 
expert  will  visit  your  home  for 
a site-specific  consultation 
to  detect  costly  leaks, 
identity  inefficient  fixtures, 
and  provide  information 
about  repairs  or  rebates. 

We  can  help  you  determine 
the  current  efficiency  of 
your  property  and  the  best  ways  to  achieve  the  10% 
conservation  goal.  Apartment  managers  and  Home 
Owners  Associations  are  encouraged  to  participate 
in  a full  evaluation  of  all  residential  units.  Free  high- 
efficiency  showerheads,  faucet  aerators,  and  standard 
toilet  leak  repair  parts  may  be  provided.  To  schedule  an 
appointment,  contact  the  Water  Conservation  section 
at  (415)  551-4730. 


Free  Plumbing  Devices 


All  properties  can  benefit  from  immediate  water 
savings  with  free  plumbing  devices  from  the  SFPUC. 

• High-Efficiency  Showerheads 

• Faucet  aerators  for  kitchens  and  bathrooms 

• Garden  hose  shut-off  nozzles 

• Standard  toilet  leak  repair  parts 

Provided  during  a Water-Wise  Evaluation  or  select 
free  plumbing  devices  are  available  for  pickup  at: 


Fixture  Rebates 


water  supply.  Qualifying 


Residential  customers  may 
be  eligible  for  rebates  when 
purchasing  select  high- 
efficiency  plumbing  fixtures 
and  appliances.  Replacement 
of  old,  water-guzzling  fixtures 
and  wasteful  appliances 
can  add  up  to  big  savings  on 
water  and  energy  bills  and 
can  help  protect  our  precious 
:ures  and  appliances  include: 


High-Efficiency  High-Efficiency  Coin-Operated 

Toilets  Clothes  Washers  Clothes  Washers 


Program  restrictions  apply.  Visit  sfwater.org/ 
conservation  for  details  and  qualifying  models. 


SFPUC  Customer  Service 
Sam  to  5pm,  Monday  to  Friday 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  1st  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

For  Landscapes 

We  are  committed  to  helping  customers 
maintain  beautiful  and  water-efficient 
green  spaces.  Visit  sfwater.org/ 
landscape  for  complete  program 
details,  including: 

• Free  landscape  water-efficiency 
evaluations  and  recommendations 

• Free  gardening  classes 

• Water  Wise  guidebooks  and  plant  lists 

• Financial  incentives  for  graywater  systems 


Contact  the  Water  Conservation  Section 

(415)  551-4730 
waterconservation@sfwater.org 

sfwater.org/conservatlon 


San  Francisco 
Water  Power  Sewer 


updated  February  2014 


SAN  FRANCESCO  COUNTY  TRANSPORTATION  AUTHORITY 
YERBA  BUENA  ISLAND  WESTBOUND  RAEVfiPS 
IMPROVEMENT  PROJECT 
CLIPPER  COVE  WORK 


JULY  2014 


What  Work  Will  Be  Done? 

Work  will  begin  above  Clipper  Cove  to  facilitate  the  relocation  of  Quarters  10  and 
Building  267  from  Yerba  Buena  Island  to  Clipper  Cove.  Improvements  above 
Clipper  Cove  will  include  relocation  and  restoration  of  Quarters  10  and  Building  267, 
construction  of  a restroom  facility,  new  parking  lot,  retaining  walls,  walkways  and 
benches. 

Work  above  Clipper  Cove  will  being  in  late  July  and  should  complete  in  Early  2015. 
During  this  period,  for  safety  of  the  public,  access  to  the  site  will  be  restricted. 


Who  is  Doing  the  Work? 

The  San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  is  administering  the  project 
through  their  construction  manager,  Parsons  Brinckerhoff.  The  general  contractor 
for  the  project  is  Golden  State  Bridge.  Regular  working  hours  will  be  between 
7:00AM  to  5:30PM,  Monday  through  Friday. 

What  Can  You  Expect? 

You  may  notice  increased  traffic  and  noise  from  the  construction  activities  during 
the  work  hours.  Please  drive  with  caution  through  the  work  area  and  remember  to 
leave  a safe  distance  between  your  vehicle  and  the  vehicle  ahead  of  you.  The 
San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  appreciates  your  patience  as  we 
work  to  improve  the  mobility  and  safety  of  Yerba  Buena  Island. 

For  More  Information 

For  further  information  you  may  e-mail  any  questions/inquiries  to 

scottmi@pbworld.com 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  COUNTY  TRANSPORTATION  AUTHORITY 
YERBA  BUENA  ISLAND  WESTBOUND  RAMPS 
IMPROVEMENT  PROJECT 


SEPTEMBER  2014 


ATTENTION 

PARTIAL  MACALLA  ROAD  DAYTIME  CLOSURE 
SEPTEMBER  13,  2014 

7:00AM  UNTIL  5:00pm 

What  Work  Will  Be  Done? 

In  order  to  facilitate  construction  of  the  new  Yerba  Buena  Island  Westbound  on  and  off 
ramps,  tree  removal  on  Macalla  Road  will  require  a daytime  closure  of  a portion  of 
Macalla  Road  at  Yerba  Buena  Road  on  Saturday  September  13  from  7:00AM  until 
5:00PM.  This  closure  is  required  to  assure  safety  of  the  public  as  well  as  safety  of  the 
workers  during  the  tree  removal  operation.  A detour  has  been  established  as  described 
below  and  detailed  on  the  following  page. 

• Residents  at  the  top  of  Yerba  Buena  Island  accessing  or  leaving  Yerba  Buena  Road 
will  be  detoured  east  on  Macalla  Road  to  South  Gate  Road,  under  the  new  SFOBB 
to  Hillcrest  Road. 

• Residents  on  Nimitz  Court  and  Macalla  Court  will  have  access  from  Treasure  Island 
Road  to  Macalla  Road. 

• Access  to  Northgate  Road/USCG  will  be  from  Hillcrest  Road  to  Southgate  Road. 


What  Can  You  Expect? 

You  may  notice  increased  traffic  and  noise  from  the  construction  activities  between  the 
work  hours  of  7:00AM  to  5:00PM  on  Saturday  September  1 3.  Please  drive  with  caution 
near  the  work  area  and  remember  to  leave  a safe  distance  between  your  vehicle  and  the 
vehicle  ahead  of  you.  The  San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  appreciates 
your  patience  as  we  work  to  improve  the  mobility  and  safety  of  Yerba  Buena  Island. 

For  SVlore  Information 

For  further  information  you  may  e-mail  any  questions/inquiries  to  scottmi@pbworld.com 


( 


Detour  Routes: 

•Residents  at  the  top  of  Yerba  Buena  Island  accessing  or  leaving  Yerba  Buena  Road  will  be  detoured  east  on  Macalla  Road  to 
South  Gate  Road,  under  the  new  SFOBB  to  Hillcrest  Road 

• Residents  on  Nimitz  Court  and  Macalla  Court  will  have  access  from  Treasure  Island  Blvd  to  Macalla  Road 

• Access  to  Northgate  Road/USCG  will  be  from  Hillcrest  Road  to  Southgate  Road 


♦ 


As  California  is  in  the  midst  of  severe 
summer  drought,  please  be  reminded  that  fire 
is  a serious  concern  on  Treasure  and  Yerba 
Buena  Islands. 


With  drier  conditions  there  has  been  an 
increase  of  fires  in  California.  Island  residents 
are  encouraged  to  take  fire  danger  seriously. 


Summer  Fire  Prevention  Tips: 

. Never  leave  the  grill  unattended 
. Keep  grills  at  least  1 0 feet  from  any  structure 
. Fire  pits  and  campfires  are  prohibited  on  TI/YBI 
• Test  smoke  alarms  monthly 
. Keep  a watchful  eye  on  your  neighborhood 

Please  report  fires,  or  any  suspicious  activity, 

to  911. 

For  other  fire  prevention  concerns,  contact 
San  Francisco  Fire  Department  at 
(415)  558-3200. 

Thank  you  for  keeping  Treasure  Island  Safe! 


TREASURE  ISLAND 

DEVELOPMENT 

AUTHORITY 

Administration  Building 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Phone:  415-274-0660 
Fax:  415-274-0299 
E-mail:  TIDA@sfgov.org 

If  you  wish  to  receive  notices 
and  community  information 
electronically,  please  e-mail 
j ack.nathanson@sfgov.  org. 


Mirian  Saez, 
Director  of  Island 
Operations 
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Please  be  advised  that  Treasure  Island  will 
host  the  second  annual  “Strut  Your  Mutt” 
event  benefiting  animal  rescue  on  Saturday 
August  23,  fro  8:00AM-4:00PM. 


Thank  You 


If  you  wish  to  receive  notices 
and  community  information 
electronically,  please  e-mail 
jack.nathanson@sfgov.org. 


Mirian  Saez, 
Director  of  Island 
Operations 


Part  of  the  event  will  be  a “Fun  Run/Pet  Walk” 
along  portions  of  Avenue  of  the  Palms,  9th, 
California,  and  the  Southern  Waterfront  from 
approximately  10:30-  noon. 

We  anticipate  no  disruption  to  residents  or 
commercial  tenants. 


Please  contact  Jack  Nathanson  with  ques- 
tions, 415- 274- 0688. 


Administration  Building 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Phone:  415-274-0660 
Fax:  415-274-0299 
E-mail:  TIDA@sfgov.org 
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Please  Be  advised  that  Aerial  Filming  related  to  a 
Permitted  Feature  Film  Production  will  occur  on 
Treasure  Island.  During  Filming,  a Helicopter  will 
hover  over  Administration  Building  1 for  brief,  10  mi- 
nute intervals  during  the  following  dates/times: 


Sunday,  August  24,  10:00AM-12:00PM,  2:00PM- 
6:00PM,  7:00PM-9:00PM 


Monday  August  25,  10:00AM-12:00PM,  7:00PM- 
9:00PM 

Tuesday  August  26,  10:00AM-12:00PM,  7:00PM- 
9:00PM 

During  these  10  Minute  intervals,  access  and  egress 
to  and  from  Building  1,  The  Chapel,  Building  180, 
Hangar  2,  and  Treasure  Island  Bar  and  Grill  will  be 
limited  due  to  FAA  regulations.  Additionally,  you  can 
anticipate  noise  related  to  the  helicopter  hovering. 

Please  contact  Jack  Nathanson  with  any  questions, 
415-274-0688 


Administration  Building 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Phone:  415-274-0660 
Fax:  415-274-0299 
E-mail:  HDA@sfgov.org 

If  you  wish  to  receive  notices 
and  community  information 
electronically,  please  e-mail 
jack.nathanson@sfgov.org. 


Mirian  Saez, 
Director  of  Island 
Operations 
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Please  be  advised  that  there  will  be  a private 
event  with  approximately  1000  attendees  on 
Sunday  September  7,  2014,  11:00AM-8:00PM 

Although  the  event  will  not  be  noisy,  you  may 
anticipate  increased  traffic  along  Avenue  of 
the  Palms  during  start  and  end  times. 

We  anticipate  no  disruption  to  residents  or 
commercial  tenants. 

Please  contact  Jack  Nathanson  with  ques- 
tions, 415- 274- 0688. 

Thank  You 


8/29/14 


TREASURE  ISLAND 

DEVELOPMENT 

AUTHORITY 


Administration  Building 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Phone:  415-274-0660 
Fax:  415-274-0299 
E-mail:  TEDA@sfgov.org 

If  you  wish  to  receive  notices 
and  community  information 
electronically,  please  e-mail 
jack.nathanson@sfgov.org. 


Mirian  Saez, 
Director  of  Island 
Operations 
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Starting  7:00AM  September  13  through 
9:00PM  October  14,  2014  residents  and  com- 
mercial tenants  should  expect  traffic  and  Muni 
108  rerouting  off  California  Avenue  in  order  to 
accommodate  the  Oracle  Open  World  Appreci- 
ation Event  near  Hangar  Three. 

Please  be  aware  of  the  posted  signage  indicat- 
ing the  detours  when  driving  on-lsland.  The 
residential  areas  of  the  Island  will  remain  ac- 
cessible at  all  times,  and  the  108  line  will  still 
provide  service  the  residential  areas  24  hours 
a day  throughout  the  months  of  September 
and  October. 


TREASURE  ISLAND 

DEVELOPMENT 

AUTHORITY 


Administration  Building 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 


If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact 
Jack  Nathanson  (415)  274-0688 


Phone:  415-274-0660 
Fax:  415-274-0299 
E-mail:  HDA@sfgov.org 

If  you  wish  to  receive  notices 
and  community  information 
electronically,  please  e-mail 
jack.nathanson@sfgov.org. 


Mirian  Saez, 
Director  of  Island 
Operations 


9/2/14 
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You’re  invited 

to  fun,  food, 
kid-friendly 
games! 


Tuesday,  August  5th:  5-7:30  PM 
Mariner  and  Gateview  Ave  on  Tl 

Police  officers,  bounce  house,  acrobats, 

# music,  Mateo’s  Hot  Dogs,  pizza, 

SF  bike  registration,  big  prizes  & more... 
IT’S  FREE! 


THANK  YOU  TO  OUR  SPONSORS! 


Catholic  Charities  CYO  • Community  Housing  Partnership  • Island  Cove  Market  • Job  Corps 
Mateo’s  Hot  Dog  Stand  • Monarch  • NERT  • SF  Clubs  • SF  Giants  • SFPD  Southern  Station 
F SAFE  • Southern  District  Community  Police  Advisory  Board  • Supperclub  • Swords  to  Plowshares 
The  Villages  at  Treasure  Island  • Treasure  Island  Community  Watch  • Treasure  Island  YMCA 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  • Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development  Initiative 


c 
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• Get  information  on  wage  reimbursements  available  to 
you  as  a City  of  San  Francisco  Business  whenever  you 
hire  low  income  residents  of  San  Francisco  as  new  staff 

Bring  your  business  cards,  have  some  food/refreshments 

* and  network  with  other  commercial  tenants  here  on 
Treasure  Island 

Please  take  a few  minutes  to  stop  by  & visit  our  beautifully 
restored  Ship  Shape  Community  Center  on  July  18th,  2014 


by  sending  an  email  with  TI  COMMERCIAL  TENANT  OPEN 
HOUSE  in  the  subject  line  and  the  name(s)  of  attendee(s) 
to  OFFICEMANAGER@TIHT>LORG  before  5:00  pm  July  14th, 
2014 


THANKS  for  taking  the  time  to  read  our  email! 
WE  HOPE  TO  SEE  YOU  ON  FRIDAY  JULY  18  th 


PLEASE  RSVP  YES  or  NO 


Link  to  my  website 


Treasure  Island 
Homeless  Development 
Initiative 


TIHDI 


Tel:  (415)  274-0311 
Fax:  (415)  834-9134 


1:00  p.m. 


Tl  Commercial  Tenant  Networking 
Video  presentations  / Food  & Beverages 


2:30  p.m. 

Call  to  order 

2:35  p.m. 

Miriam  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operations  from  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority  (TIDA) 

2:50  p.m. 

Bob  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director  from  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority  (TIDA) 

3:05  p.m. 

Testimonial  from  current  Island  employer: 

❖ Bryan  Kane:  Sol  Rouge,  The  Winery  SF 

3:20  p.m. 

Testimonial  from  current  Island  employer: 

❖ Jeremy  Drouin:  Admiral  Security  Services 

3:35  p.m. 

Testimonial  from  current  employee: 
❖ Will  Jefferson 

3:50  p.m. 

Testimonial  from  current  employee: 
❖ Anthony  Johnson 

4:05  p.m. 

Questions  and  Answers 

4:30  p.m. 

Adjourn 

TIHDI  Treasure  island  Homeless  Development  Initiative 


( 


( 


i 


Treasure  Island/Yerba  Buena  Island  Community  Meeting 


Moderator: 

Wednesday,  August  20,  2014 
6:30pm 
Ship  Shape 

Sponsored  by 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
The  Villages  at  Treasure  Island 
Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development  Initiative 

Dan  Stone,  Property  Manager,  The  Villages  at  Treasure  Island 

Time  Keeper:  Seanda  Conolly,  President,  Treasure  Island  Community 


Aaenda 

6:30  pm 

Call  to  order 

6:35  pm 

TIDA  Update  - Mirian  Saez,  TIDA  Director  of  Island  Operations 

Quality  of  Life  Issues 

Event  Highlights 

Water  Conservation  Plan 

6:45  pm 

Animal  Care  and  Control  Presentation  - Captain  Denise  Bongiovanni 

6:55  pm 

TIMMA  Transportation  Survey  - Rachel  Hiatt 

7:05  pm 

Navy  Surveys  Update  - Bob  Beck,  TIDA  Director 

7:15  pm 

Community  Housing  Partnership  - Eddie  Williams,  CHP  Senior  Property 
Management  Supervisor 

7:25  pm 

NERT  Update  - Emily  Rapaport 

7:30  pm 

Announcements  and  Q&A 

7:35  pm 

Adjourn 

If  you  have  a follow  up  question,  or  have  an  item  for  the  next  community  meeting  agenda,  please 
contact  Kate  Austin  @ 415-274-0646,  or  Kate.Austin@sfqov.org. 

Thank  you  for  taking  time  out  of  your  busy  day  to  help  us  build  a stronger  community. 


< 


I 


I 


DISCOVERERS 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 
WEEK  5 


Camp  Hours  • Monday 

Drop  Off/Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School 

Drop  off  8:00am-9:00am 

Pick  Up  5:30pm-6:QQpm 


Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 


Bessie  Carmichael 

7:30am-9:00am 

4:30pm-6:00pm 


Treasure  Island 

8:3Q-9:0Qam 

5:30pm-6:00pm 


ADVENTURERS 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 
WEEK  5 


Camp  Hours  • Monday  - Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 

Drop  Off  /Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School  Bessie  Carmichael 

Drop  off  8:00am-9:00am  7:3Qam-9:QQam 


Treasure  Island 

8;30-9:OQam 


EXPLORERS 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 

WEEK  5 


ATIMETOREFELCT 

Over  1 50  Bessie  Carmichael  campers  engage  in  summer  camp  activities 
that  support  a healthier  life.  Activities  such  as  the  "Weekly  Reflection," 
support  the  physical  and  social  needs  for  our  growing  campers.  The  4th 
and  5th  graders  in  the  Explorers  unit  utilize  camp  as  a space  to  grow  and 
"reflect".  During  this  week's  reflection  time,  the  Explorers  expressed  their 
personal  feelings  about  camp  activities  and  field  trips.  Counselors  also 
urged  them  to  share  their  'dream'  camp  name  and  suggestions  for  future 
voyages.  Campers  said  urAytheir  'dream'  camp  would  be  the  best  one  to 
attend.  Allowing  campers  to  reflect  assures  engagement  and  a sense  of 
individuality. 

The  coolest  activity  for  the  explorers  this  week  was  Nickel  City,  an  indoor  arcade  with  traditional  and  updated  arcade  games.  The 
fun  kept  coming  as  campers  won  tickets  and  cashed  in  their  hard  work  for  some  much  deserved  prizes. 


-T 


Demonstrating  all  of  the  Y core  values  this  week  in  the  Explorers  unit  is  our  camper  Randy,  and  camp  counselor,  Dauod.  Randy 
continues  to  care  for  others,  be  responsible  and  honest,  and  respect  everyone  at  camp.  Dauod  lights  up  a room  with  his  personal- 


Shiante  Lewis,  Community  Programs  Director 
415.61 0.243 1 or  slewis@ymcasf.org 


Bryan  Lamoreau,  ASST.  CAMP  DIRECTOR 
41 5.484.8329  or  blamoreau@ymcasf.org 


ity  and  creativity.  Thank  you  Randy  and  Dauod  for  making  Week  5 of  summer  camp  gratifying  for  everyone! 


CAMP  CONTACTS 


PARENT  REMINDERS 

Authorization  Pick-Up  Cards 

For  your  child's  safety,  our  YMCA  policy  re- 
quires that  any  adult  picking  up  a child  from 
camp  must  present  an  authorized  pick-up 
card.  No  exceptions. 

Save  the  Date: 

Orrick  Law  Event 
July  16th,  2014 


Bring  a Water  Bottle 

Some  field  trip  locations  do  not  always  have 

access  to  drinking 

fountains. 

Bring  Sunscreen 

We  love  the  sun!  Although  we  also  love  to 
keep  our  campers  safe  from  sunburn. 

Wear  Appropriate  Clothing 


Camp  Hours  • Monday 

Drop  Off /Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School 

Drop  off  8:00am-9:00am 

PickUp  5:3Qpm-6:0Opm 


Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 


Bessie  Carmichael 

7:3Qam-9:QOam 

4:30pm-6:QQpm 


Treasure  Island 

8:30-9:00am 

5:30pm-6:00pm 


MOVIN'  ON 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 

WEEKS 


TWEENS  IN  THE  SUMMER 

The  Y Summer  program  offers  a variety  of  activities  for  campers  to  leave  feeling 
as  though  they  have  learned  some  new  skills,  gained  confidence,  and  made 
friends.  This  week  each  camper  felt  a sense  of  achievement  when  they  took  a 
trip  to  Nickel  City  Indoor  Arcade.  They  were  amazed  that  they  could  play  so 
many  games  for  only  a nickel  each,  win  tickets,  and  then  cash  the  tickets  in  for 
a cool  prize.  Counselors  said  that  every  camper  left  with  a smile  on  their  face 
and  a trinket  in  their  hand.  During  in-house  day,  swimming  lessons  encouraged 
campers  to  follow  directions,  look  out  for  friends,  and  learn  to  be  safe  in  the 
water.  On  looking  staff  noticed  that  the  Movin’  On  unit  had  the  most  fun  in  the 
pool  that  they  have  seen  so  far  this  summer. 

Summer  camp’s  staff  provides  a supportive  group  environment  that  keeps 
campers  motivated  and  coming  back  summer  after  summer.  The  Movin’  On 
unit  consists  of  campers  in  grades  6m-8th.  This  is  the  period  at  which  Movin'  On 
tweens  will  attend  the  Y summer  program  as  exiting  campers.  It  is  also  a time 
where  each  camper  has  a chance  to  truly  showcase  all  they  have  acquired  in 
their  years  as  Y campers.  This  week,  Zephyr  showed  that  he  has  grown  in  to  a 
very  responsible  young  man  and  may  be  ready  to  one  day  lead  camp  as  a counselor  himself.  His  dedication  was  showcased 
during  Movin’  On’s  trip  to  Randall  Museum.  Zephyr  had  already  visited  the  museum  once  before  and  he  stepped  up  to  share 
his  knowledge  of  the  exhibits  in  a mini  tour-like  manner.  The  whole  camp  was  impressed  with  is 
efforts  to  share  his  expertise  with  them  all.  Thank  you  for  being  a leader  Zephyr! 


PARENT  REMINDERS 

Authorization  Pick-Up  Cards 

For  your  child' s safety,  our  YMCA  policy  re- 
quires that  any  adult  picking  up  a child  from 
camp  must  present  an  authorized  pick-up 
cam.  No  exceptions. 


Bring  a Water  Bottle 

Some  field  trip  locations  do  not  always  have 

cess  to  drinking 

fountains. 

Bring  Sunscreen 

We  love  the  sun!  Although  we  also  love  to 
our  campers  safe  from  sunburn. 


A 


Camp  Hours  • Monday 

Drop  Off /Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School 

Drop  off  8:00am-9:00am 

PickUp  5:3Opm-6:Q0pm 


Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 


Bessie  Carmichael 

7:30am-9:QQam 

4:30pm-6:00pm 


Treasure  Island 

8:30-9:00am 

5:30pm-6:00pm 


Embarcadero  Summer  Camp  2014 

Discoverers  Camp  week  5-  Party  in  the  USA:  June  BOth-July  3rd 


Embarcadero  Summer  Camp  2014 

Adventurers  Camp  Week  5 - Party  in  the  USA:  June  30th-July3rd 


PARENT  REMINDER 

Don't  forget  to  bring  a lunch,  water  bottle,  backpack  and 
appropriate  clothing.  All  campers  need  to  be  dropped  off  by 
9:00am  and  picked  up  no  earlier  than  4:30pm  All  calendars  are 
subject  to  change. 


Embarcadero  Summer  Camp  2014 

Movin'  On  Camp  Week  5 - Party  in  The  USA:  June  30th  - July  3rd 


PARENT  REMINDER 


. DISCOVERERS 

the  A WEEKATAGLANCE 
M WEEK  6 


Bessie  Campers  continue  to  learn,  grow  and  of  course  have  a lot  of  fun ! This  week  was  no  different  for  the  Discoverer's.  During 
Week  6 this  group  had  the  opportunity  to  go  to  the  Randall  Museum.  Youth  got  to  see  and  interact  with  different  types  of  birds, 
snakes  and  other  creatures.  They  also  learned  about  theses  animal's  habitat  and  envi- 
ronment, givingthem  the  appreciation  ofthe  world  around  us. 

Last  week  the  Discoverer's  went  to  Pixieland  where  students  had  their  choices  of  riding  on  the  ■ „ B 

Pixie  Land  Express,  Red  Baron  Airplane,  a Carousel , Tea  Cups  and  the  Dragon  Roller  Coaster.  Not  i 

only  did  our  campers  have  a blast  but  they  also  were  given  some  independence  by  being  allowed 
to  walk  around  with  their  buddies  in  this  secured  and  structured  park  & showed  responsibility  by  | 
holding  onto  their  tickets  and  deciding  what  rides  to  go  on. 


Our  staff  member,  Julio,  Moran  has  demonstrated  a great  deal  of  responsi- 
bility by  taking  initiative  and  being  a leader  within  the  group.  He  always 
■ seems  to  be  able  to  relate  to  campers  and  has  a great  sense  of  humor. 


#1^5^  _ Our  camper,  Steven  Escobar-Aguirre  has  demonstrated  all  the  of  Y's  core  values  by  always  being 

honest  and  caringtowards  his  friends  and  responsible  and  respectful  towards  staff. 


PARENT  REMINDERS 


Authorization  Pick-Up  Cards 
Foryour  child's  safety,  our  YMCA 
policy  requires  that  any  adult  pick- 
ing up  a child  from  camp  must 
present  an  authorized  pick-up 
card.  No  exceptions. 


Pack  a Lunch 


Bryan  Lamoreau,  ASST.  CAMP  DIRECTOR 
415.484.8329  or  blamoreau@ymcasf.org 


Bring  a Water  Bottle 
Some  field  trip  locations  do  not 
always  have  access  to  drinking 
fountains. 


Camp  Hours  • Monday  - Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 

4*  Drop  Off/Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School  Bessie  Carmichael 

Drop  off  8:00am-9:00am  7:30am-9:00am 


Treasure  Island 


ADVENTURERS 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 
WEEK  6 


Last  week  our  Adventurers  had  the  opportunity  to  go  the  Children's  Creativity  Museum. 

They  were  able  to  use  their  imagination  and  creativity  by  building  their  dream  play  struc- 
ture using  life  size  blocks,  created  a Claymation  video  from  startto  finish  and  became  ac- 
tors and  actresses  by  building  creatingtheir  very  own  play. 

This  week  the  Adventurer's  had  the  opportunity  to  go  to  the  Randall  Museum.  Youth  got 
to  see  and  interact  with  different  types  of  birds,  snakes  and  other  creatures  while  learning 
abouttheir  environment,  givingthem  the  appreciation  ofthe  world  around  us.  After 
visiting  the  Museum,  the  group  hiked  up  to  Corona  Heights  to  get  a gorgeous  view  ofthe 
city!  And  speaking  about  getting  a view  ofthe  city,  our  campers  also  had  a chance  to  ride 
on  a double  deckertour  bus  on  our  way  back  from  one  of  ourtrips! 

Our  Camper,  Tho  Danh,  has  demonstrated  responsibility  by  successfully  exhibiting  leadership  skills  when  being  assigned  tasks.  He  en- 
sures that  his  group's  line  is  always  straight  and  quiet  and  shows  respect  by  always  following  directions  given  by  staff.  Staffer,  Daoud 
Anthony,  has  shown  responsibility  since  being  moved  overto  the  Adventurer's  group.  He  has  been  proactive  by  leading  group  games 
and  keeping  youth  engaged. 


CAMP  CONTACTS 

Shiante  Lewis,  Community  Programs  Director 
415. 6102431  or  slewis@ymcasf.org 

Bryan  Lamoreau,  ASST.  CAMP  DIRECTOR 
415.484.8329  or  blamoreau@ymcasf.org 


PARENT  REMINDERS 


Authorization  Pick-Up  Cards 
Foryour child's  safely,  ourYMCA 
policy  requires  that  any  adult  pick- 
ing up  a child  from  camp  must 
present  an  authorized  pick-up 
card.  No  exceptions. 

Save  the  Date: 

Orrick  Law  Event 
July  16th,  2014 

Pack  a Lunch 

Bring  a Water  Bottle 
Some  field  trip  locations  do  not 
always  have  access  to  drinking 
fountains. 


Camp  Hours  • Monday  - Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 


Drop  Off/Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School  Bessie  Carmichael  Treasure  Island 

Drop  off  8:00am-9:00am  7:30am-9:00am  8:30-9:00am 


EXPLORERS 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 

WEEK  6 


Over  the  past  few  weeks  the  Explorers  have  done  just  that;  exploring  the  Bay  Area  from  Q-Zar  Laser  Tag  in  Concord  to  the  San  Jose 
Tech  Museum  while  hitting  up  a bunch  of  parks  in  between.  At  Q-Zar,  students  were  given  tokens  to  play  with  and  against  theirfh'ends 
in  a heated  game  of  laser  tag.  These  campers  got  to  use  their  team  building  skills  as  both  groups  came  up  with  tactical  plans  and  crea- 
tive strategies  to  help  theirteams  prevail.  Afterwards  they  were  given  tokens  to  play  arcade  games 
giving  them  the  opportunity  to  exemplify  responsibility  by  budgeting  their  tokens  and  saving  up  their ' 
tickets  for  prizes. 

ThisweekourExplorersgotachancetogetoutofthesunandnelaxatthemoviestowatchEarthto  m 1 

Echo,  a magical  kid-friendly  sci-fi  adventure.  They  all  seemed  to  really  enjoy  this  updat-  m . b**,’ 

ed  version  of  the  beloved  classic,  E.T.  ' ' ' a ^ 

Camper,  Patricia  Edwards,  of  the  Explorers  has  demonstrated  caring  and  responsibil- 

ity  by  being  friendly  and  courteous  to  follow-campers  as  well  as  helping  staff  without  v;  1.  m f 

being  asked.  Staff  member,  Eduardo  Calderon,  has  exhibited  responsibility  by  taking 
charge  of  his  new  group  by  leading  games  and  taking  initiative. 


PARENT  REMINDERS 

Authorization  Pick-Up  Cards 
Foryour  child's  safety,  our  YMCA 
policy  requires  that  any  adult  pick- 
ing up  a child  from  camp  must 
present  an  authorized  pick-up 
card.  No  exceptions. 

Save  the  Date: 

Orrick  Law  Event 
July  16th,  2014 


CAMP  CONTACTS 

Shiante  Lewis,  Community  Programs  Director 
415. 610.2431  or  slewis@ymcasf.org 

Bryan  Lamoreau,  ASST.  CAMP  DIRECTOR 
415.484.8329  or  blamoreau@ymcasf.org 


Bring  a Water  Bottle 
Some  field  trip  locations  do  not 
always  have  access  to  drinking 
fountains. 


Camp  Hours  • Monday  - Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 

% Drop  Off/Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School  Bessie  Carmichael 

8:00am-9:00am  7:30am-9:00am 


Treasure  Island 

8:30-9:00am 


Drop  off 


I 


; 


assistant  camp  director  ■ U NU  DIRECTOR  * PARENT  REMINDER 

Bryan  Lamoreau  I ORLY  RAMIREZ  I Don't  forget  to  bring  a lunch,  water  bottle,  backpack  and 

415-484-8329  I 415-240-9705  I appropriate  clothing.  All  campers  need  to  be  dropped  off  by 


< 


( 


Embarcadero  Summer  Camp  2014 

Adventurers  Camp  Week  7-  Spirit  Week:  July  14th-  18th 


( 


< 


Bessie  Carmichael  Summer  Camp  2014 

Explorers  Camp  Week  7-  Spirit  Week : July  14th-  18th 


< 


DISCOVERERS 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 
WEEK  7 


The  Discoverers  had  another  eventful  week  out  on  field  trips.  First  they  went  to  the  Lawrence  Museum  in 
Berkeley,  where  they  learned  about  science  and  technology.  While  learning  knew  things  and  expanding  their 
horizons,  youth  also  had  the  opportunity  to  be  hands-on  by  creating  their  own  inventions.  Our  Discoverers  also 
got  to  visit  Fairyland  where  they  were  able  to  ride  the  train  around  the  park  and  enjoy  the  magical  wonders  the 
park  had  to  offer.  

Last  week,  Orrick  put  together  a Carnival  for  all  of  our  youth  at  Bes-  = J 

sie.  They  all  had  a blast  jumping  in  2 different  bounce  houses,  playing 
10  various  carnival  games  and  eating  carnival  type  foods  such  as 
hotdogs,  popcorn  and  shaved  ice.  The  Orrick  volunteers  who  partici- 
pated also  had  a great  time  leading  the  carnival  games  and  inter- 
acting with  the  campers. 


This  summer  was  filled  with  unforgettable  moments  throughout  the  entire  7 weeks.  There  was  great  growth 
amongst  our  youngest  group.  Strong  relationship  were  built  between  campers  and  staff  during  our  many  field 
trips  and  our  daily  community  circles,  while  encouraging  them  all  to  be  more  respectful,  responsible,  caring  and 
honest. 

PARENT  REMINDERS 

Authorization  Pick-Up  Cards 

For  your  child's  safety,  our  YMCA 
policy  requires  that  any  adult  pick- 
ing up  a child  from  camp  must 
present  an  authorized  pick-up 
card.  No  exceptions. 

Pack  a Lunch 

Bring  a Water  Bottle 

Some  field  trip  locations  do  not 


Bring  Sunscreen 

We  love  the  sun!  Although  we  also 
love  to  keep  our  campers  safe 
from  sunburn. 

Wear  Appropriate  Clothing 

Check  our  calendar  ahead  or  time 
to  prepare  accordingly. 


t 


CAMP  CONTACTS 

Shiante  Lewis,  Community  Programs  Director 
415.61 0.243 1 or  slewis@ymcasf.org 

Bryan  Lamoreau,  ASST.  CAMP  DIRECTOR 
41 5.484.8329  or  blamoreau@ymcasf.org 


Camp  Hours  • Monday  - Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 

^ Drop  Off/Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School  Bessie  Carmichael  Treasure  Island 

Dropoff  8:Q0am-9:00am  7:30am-9:00am  8:3Q-9:Q0am 

PickUp  5:3Qpm-G:00pm  4:30pm-6:0Qpm  5:30pm-6:00pm 


ADVENTURERS 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 
WEEK  7 


Camp  Hours  • Monday  - Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 

Drop  Off/Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School  Bessie  Carmichael  Treasure  Island 

Dropoff  8:QQam-9:Q0am  7:30am-9:0Qam  8:30-9:00am 

PickUp  5:30pm-6:00pm  4:30pm-6:00pm  5:30pm-6:00pm 


EXPLORERS 

WEEK  AT  A GLANCE 

WEEK  7 


This  past  week  the  Explorer's  went  to  Boomers  in  Livermore.  The  group  got  to  play  laser  tag,  various  arcade  games 
and  some  of  youth  got  to  ride  on  go-carts  and  bumper  boats  Boomers  also  had  mini  golf  and  a ton  of  chances  for 
them  to  win  prizes. 


Last  week,  Orrick  put  together  a Carnival  for  all  of  our  youth  at  Bessie.  They  all  had  a blast  jumping  in  2 different 
bounce  houses,  playing  10  various  carnival  games  and  eating  carnival  type  foods  such  as  hotdogs,  popcorn  and 
shaved  ice.  The  Orrick  volunteers  who  participated  also  had  a great  time  leading  the  carnival  games  and  inter- 
acting with  the  campers. 


This  summer  has  been  an  extraordinary  one  for  our  Explorers  group.  We  have  been  on  so  many  amazing  trips 
including  five  different  lakes,  two  water  parks  and  two  fantastic  arcades.  Almost  all  of  my  children  told  me  they 
would  have  never  went  to  any  of  these  places  if  it  was  not  for  the  YMCA.  Our  oldest  group  also  worked  on  becom- 
ing more  responsible  and  respectful  towards  their  elders  and  peers , becoming  great  examples  for  our  younger 
groups. 


PARENT  REMINDERS 


Authorization  Pick-Up  Cards 

For  your  child's  safety,  our  YMCA 
policy  requires  that  any  adult  pick- 
ing up  a child  from  camp  must 
present  an  authorized  pick-up 
card.  No  exceptions. 

Save  the  Date: 

Orrick  Law  Event 
July  16  th,  20 14 

Pack  a Lunch 

Bring  a Water  Bottle 

Some  field  trip  locations  do  not 
always  have  access  to  drinking 
fountains. 

Bring  Sunscreen 

We  love  the  sun!  Although  we  also 
love  to  keep  our  campers  safe 
from  sunburn. 


CAMP  CONTACTS 


Shiante  Lewis,  Community  Programs  Director 
415.61 0.243 1 or  slewis@ymcasf.org 


Bryan  Lamoreau,  ASST.  CAMP  DIRECTOR 
41 5.484.8329  or  blamoreau@ymcasf.org 


Camp  Hours  ® Monday  - Friday  • 7:30-6:00pm 

^ Drop  Off/Pick  Up  Times 

Tenderloin  Community  School  Bessie  Carmichael  Treasure  Island 

Dropoff  8:00am-9:00am  7:30am-9:00am  8:30-9:QQam 

PickUp  5:30pm-6:00pm  4:30pm-6:00pm  5:30pm-6:00pm 


I 
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Treasure  Island 

Community  Watch  & Safety  Report 


Published  Sept.  4th  covering  the  month  of  August,  2014 
Questions,  Comments,  etc?  Send  an  e-mail  to  TICW@outlook.com 


August  Crime  Report 


August  Calls  for  Service  (Chart  1) 


The  statistics  reported  here  are  for  calls  for 
service  as  reported  on  www.crimemapping.com. 
Actual  police  reports  will  vary.  See  the  article  on 
page  2 for  more  information 

In  August  we  saw  an  increase  in  calls  overall 
from  July  (chart  2),  and  particularly  in  calls  for 
burglary.  Most  of  the  burglary  related  calls  were 
in  the  residential  area  while  all  of  the  auto  boost 
calls  were  in  the  non-residential  area  (chart  1 ). 
One  bit  of  good  news  is  that  there  was  an  arrest 
made  in  relation  to  one  of  the  burglaries. 

National  Night  Out  August  2014 
A Big  Success 

The  sixth  annual  National  Night  Out  on  Treasure 
Island  was  a huge  success,  with  over  230  people 
attending.  Lots  of  food,  information,  games, 
socializing,  entertainment  and  more.  The  high- 
light of  the  event  was  when  the  community  pre- 
sented former  Captain  Redmond  with  a plaque. 

Major  sponsors  included:  Catholic  Charities 
CYO  • Community  Housing  Partnership  • Island 
Cove  Market  • Job  Corps  • Mateo’s  Hot  Dog 
Stand  • Monarch  • NERT  • SF  Clubs  • SF  Gi- 
ants • SFPD  Southern  Station  • SF  SAFE  • 
Southern  District  Community  Police  Advisory 
Board  • Supperclub  • Swords  to  Plowshares  • 

The  Villages  at  Treasure  Island  • Treasure  Island 
Community  Watch  • Tl  Job  Corps  • Treasure 
Island  YMCA  • Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority  • Treasure  Island  Homeless 
Development  Initiative 

Thanks  to  everyone  for  coming  out  and 
supporting  the  police,  and  our  community. 


■ Non-Residential  ■ Residential 


VANDALISM 
STOLEN  VEHICLE 
PETTY  THEFT 
PERSON  WITH  GUN 
NOISE  NUISANCE 
GRAND  THEFT 
DRUNK  DRIVER 
BURGLARY 
AUTO  BOOST/STRIP 
ASSAULT/BATTERY 


July  —August  Calls  for  Service  (Chart  2) 


July 

August 

Change 

Aggr.  Assay  It/ADW 

1 

3 

Assault/Battery 

2 

0 

* 

Auto  Boos/Strap 

8 

7 

Burglary 

4 

9 

♦ 

Drank  Driving 

1 

♦ _ 

Fraud 

2 

Grand  Theft 

1 

4^ 

Ind  Exposure 

Iratox.  Person 

Noise  Nuisance 

8 

8 

Person  w/Knife 

<=> 

Person  w/Gun 

1 

1 

<=> 

Petty  Theft 

1 

♦ 

Purse  Snatch 

Robbery 

1 

a- 

Sexual  Assault 

Stabbing/Cutting 

Stolen  Vehicle 

1 

Strong  Arm  Robery 

Vandalism 

2 

4- 

Total 

27 

34 

4 

Measuring  Crime 


On-Line  Resources 


Not  all  crime  related  numbers  are  equal.  Police  Reports 
and  Calls  for  Service  Reports  are  different  in  nature 
and  don’t  tell  the  whole  picture  about  crime  in  an  area, 
but  when  reported  in  the  same  ways  consistently  they 
can  show  trends  and  indicate  the  general  level  of  dis- 
ruption caused  by  actual  crimes. 

Not  all  crimes  are  reported  and  not  all  calls  for  service 
end  up  with  a police  report.  So  when  people  speak 
about  crime  it’s  important  to  know  what  type  of  report 
they  are  actually  talking  about.  When  we  talk  about 
crimes  in  the  community  watch  meetings  we  usually 
refer  to  the  calls  for  service.  At  the  TIDA  Board  meeting 
the  number  of  police  reports  generated  is  the  number 
they  talk  about. 

Using  the  chart  below  (this  chart  uses  hypothetical 
numbers):  Let  the  100  boxes  represent  100  criminal  or 
city  code  violations  that  occur  in  a month.  For  the  sake 
of  argument,  let’s  say  that  60  are  called  in  to  dispatch, 
leaving  40  that  are  not.  The  40  still  occurred;  we  just 
don’t  have  a record  of  them. 

Now,  of  the  60  called  in,  let’s  say,  again  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  10  are  duplicates,  20  are  unverifiable 
(ex:  suspect  on  at  arrival,  etc)  and  another  10  may 
have  occurred  but  no  police  report  is  generated.  So 
now  we  have  60  calls  for  service  and  20  that  show  up 
on  the  police  report.  That’s  a big  difference!  But  both 
numbers  are  valid,  when  taken  in  context. 

In  the  end,  we  can  never  know  the  true  extent  of  crimi- 
nal activity;  we  can  only  see  “slices”  of  it. 
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ALERTSF.ORG — sign  up  for  free  text-based  notification 
system  for  San  Francisco 

CrimeMapping.com  this  is  where  we  get  our  data  on 
current  crime  trends  based  on  calls  for  service. 

Facebook  Treasure  Island  Residents  — A group  for 
residents  of  Tl  and  YBI 

Nextdoor.com  this  is  a social  network  for  residents 
who  live  within  a defined  boundary.  Treasure  Island  and 
Yerba  Buena  Island  have  their  own  sites. 

72hours.org — Develop  your  emergency  preparedness 
plans! 

sf311.org  to  find  out  about  city  services  and  report  prob- 
lems. 

SFSafe.org  Want  to  start  a Neighborhood  Watch  group 
or  learn  about  safety,  this  is  the  place  to  go. 

SFTreasurelsland.org  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority  (TIDA)  www.SFTreasurelsland.org 

Supervisor  Jane  Kim  - http://www.sfbos.org/ 
index.aspx?paqe=1 13... 


Community  Groups 

Treasure  Island  Community  Watch  (TICW) 
e-mail:  TICW@Outlook.com  — working  committee  to 
address  crime  and  quality  of  life  issues. 

Tl  NERT — Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team. 
This  is  a working  group  to  encourage  home  grown 
resiliency.  E-mail : ERapaport@aol.com 

Treasure  Island  Community  (TIC)  - community  group 
open  to  all.  e-mail: 

contact@treasureislandcommunity.org 

Treasure  Island  Health  Network  (TIHN) 
e-mail:  tihn2012@ymail.com 


Pocket  Bikes 

Every  summer  and  winter,  residents  on 
Treasure  Island  are  disrupted  by  the 
sounds,  smells,  and  hazards  of  pocket 
bikes  and  gas  powered  scooters. 
Besides  posing  a risk  to  those  that  ride 
them,  cars  on  the  street,  and  the  peace  of  the 
neighborhoods,  they  are  also  illegal  to  ride  anywhere  on 
Treasure  Island.  Riders  are  subject  to  being  fined  and 
their  bike  being  impounded. 


Definitions 


Taken  from:  the  Uniform  Crime  Reporting  Program  and  Wikepedia  - http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/California_criminal_la 
Aggrivated  Assault/ADW:  Violent  assault/Assault  with  a deadly  weapon 
Auto  Boost/Strap  - Car  Break-in 

Calls  for  Service  - calls  for  a police  presence  (both  91 1 and  non-emergency) 

Crime:  In  California,  there  are  three  different  types  of  crimes  and  public  offenses:  (1)  Infractions,  (2)  Misdemeanors, 
and  (3)  Felonies. 

Felony:  A felony  is  a more  serious  crime  that  can  be  punished  by  death  or  imprisonment  in  a state  prison. 

Fraud:  Deception  deliberately  practiced  in  order  to  secure  unfair  or  unlawful  gain 

Grand  Theft  - Unlawful  taking  and  carrying  away  of  the  property  of  another  valued  at  over  $950 

Infractions-  An  infraction  is  a public  offense,  but ...  not  a crime,  and  is  not  punishable  by  imprisonment.  Any  person 
convicted  of  an  infraction  may  only  be  punished  by  a fine,  removal  and/or  disqualification  from  public  office. 

Larceny:  The  unlawful  taking,  carrying,  leading,  or  riding  away  of  property  from  the  possession  or  constructive  posses- 
sion of  another,  (ex:  bike  thefts,  shoplifting,  etc.) 

Misdemeanor:  Except  where  the  law  specifies  a different  punishment,  a misdemeanor  is  punishable  by  imprisonment  in 
a county  jail  not  exceeding  six  months  and/or  a fine  not  exceeding  one  thousand  dollars. 

Part  One  Crimes:  Felonies  (Criminal  homicide,  forcible  rape,  Robbery,  Aggravated  Asault,  Burlgary,  Larceny,  motor 
vehicle  theft,  arson) 

Part  Two  Crimes:  Misdemeanors.  Other  assaults  (simple),  forgery,  counterfeiting,  fraud,  embezzlement,  stolen  property 
( buying,  receiving,  possessing)  vandalism,  weapons  (carrying,  possessing,  etc)  prostitution  & commercial  vice  ; sex  of- 
fensives (except  forcible  rape,  prostitution,  and  commercialized  vice),  drug  abuse  violations,  gambling,  offenses  against 
the  family  and  children,  driving  under  the  influence,  liquor  laws,  drunkenness,  disorderly  conduct,  vagrancy,  runaways 
(persons  under  age  1 8),  etc. 

Petty  Theft:  Unlawful  taking  and  carrying  away  of  the  property  of  another  valued  less  than.  $950. 

Robbery:  Taking  or  attempting  to  take  something  of  value  by  force  or  threat  of  four  or  putting  the  victim  in  fear. 

Strong  Arm  Robbery:  Using  force  or  threat  of  force  to  commit  a robbery 


TO  REPORT  A CRIME  ON  TREASURE  ISLAND 
ALWAYS  CALL  THE  POUCE  FIRST. 


Meets  the  first  Wednesday  of  each  month. 

6:30pm  - 7:45pm 

The  Shipshape  @ 850  Avenue  I (at  llth  St.  - Treasure  island) 
TreasurelsiandCommunityWatch@Outlook.com 


For  EMERGENCIES  or  For  NON-EMERGENCIES, 

crimes  In  progress  or  suspicious  activity,  dial: 


DIAL  9-1-1  415*553*0123 


# 


♦ 


850  Bryant  Street  San  Francisco,  CA.  94103  (415)  553-1373 


Captain  Bill  Roualdes 
July  8th,  2014 

Captain’s  Message 

The  end  of  June  and  the  first  week  of  July  have  been  very  busy  for 
the  Department  and  the  members  of  Southern  Station,  with  the 
events  taking  place  during  Pride  Weekend  and  the  Fourth  of  July. 
The  officers  of  Southern  Station  did  an  outstanding  job,  not  only 
handling  these  events  but  also  the  numerous  calls  for  service  during 
this  time  period. 

Our  partnership  with  the  community  was  not  more  evident,  then 
with  the  recent  arson  fires  that  plagued  the  Southern  District. 
Without  the  help  from  members  of  the  community,  the  person 
responsible  would  not  have  been  arrested. 

With  summer  time  being  in  full  swing  please  be  cognizant  that  more 
families  and  kids  will  be  out  and  about  and  their  safety  is  of  the 
upmost  importance.  Be  safe  and  have  a wonderful  summer. 


Meetings: 


Monthly  Community  Meeting/ 

Date:  July  16,  2014 
Time:  6:30  pm 

Location:  Gene  Friend  Recreation  Center 

Special  Events: 

National  Night  Out 
August  5,  2014 
5:00-8:00  pm 

Victoria  Manalo  Draves  Park 
Between  Folsom  and  Sherman  St 


Follow  us  on  Twitter:  @SouthernSFPD 


Signjj]£ant  Incidences 


Mission  and  8th,  07/04/2014 

Officers  responded  to  a call  about  a person  causing  trouble,  when  they  got  to  the 
location  they  observed  the  subject  yelling  profanities  at  other  citizens.  As  soon  as 
the  subject  saw  the  Officers  he  started  walking  away,  so  the  Officers  approached 
the  man  and  asked  him  “what’s  wrong?”  The  subject  told  the  Officers  that 
everything  was  fine  and  he  was  just  headed  home.  He  was  asked  if  he  was  on 
parole,  and  he  said  he  was,  so  the  Officers  did  records  check  and  saw  that  he  has 
two  outstanding  arrest  warrants  for  parole  violations.  The  subject  was  placed  on 
handcuffs  and  booked  at  Southern  Station. 

900  Block  of  Market  and  Park,  06/23/2014 

Officers  were  on  patrol  at  Hallidie  Plaza  when  they  observed  two  men,  one  with 
an  open  beer  container.  They  went  to  cite  the  man  with  the  beer  and  one  of  the 
Officers  asked  the  other  man  what  his  name  was.  The  man  provided  the  Officer 
with  his  name  that  the  Officer  did  a records  check  for,  coming  up  empty,  then  he 
suddenly  remembered  that  he  knows  this  person  as  someone  with  an  active 
warrant.  He  ordered  the  man  to  put  his  hands  behind  his  back,  and  as  the  man 
was  doing  so,  a tattoo  of  his  real  name  can  be  observed  on  his  right  forearm. 

He  was  booked  at  Southern  Station. 

1600  Block  of  Howard  /Parking  Lot,  07/06/2014 

Officers  responded  to  a call  of  a male  kicking  a vehicle  and  causing  major 
damage.  They  arrived  on  scene  and  were  advised  that  the  perpetrator  is  now 
walking  away  towards  Duboce. 

The  man  was  causing  a scene  and  scaring  customers  at  a dealership  nearby;  when 
he  was  asked  to  leave  he  turned  the  corner  and  saw  one  of  the  employees’  cars 
parked  on  the  lot  and  started  kicking  its  doors  and  punching  the  hood,  causing 
major  damage  to  the  car. 

The  man  was  taken  into  custody,  because  of  the  amount  of  damage;  he  was 
booked  for  felony  vandalism. 


1 Stockton  St/ Store,  07/03/2014 


Officers  were  on  patrol  in  a car  when  they  observed  a woman  running  after  a 
juvenile,  in  an  attempt  to  make  contact  with  the  woman,  an  Officer  started 
walking  after  her.  That  is  when  they  hear  two  people  yelling  help  while  detaining 
the  juvenile.  The  Officers  took  the  person  being  detained  into  custody  and  did  an 
interview  with  everyone  involved. 

It  appears  that  the  woman  was  outside  the  Apple  store  taking  pictures  when  a 
juvenile  grabbed  her  phone  from  her  hands  and  started  walking  away.  She  began 
following  him  yelling  “stop”;  two  men  took  notice,  one  of  them  a Spanish  cop 
visiting  San  Francisco. 

They  two  men  apprehended  the  suspect  and  turned  him  over  to  the  SFPD. 

The  suspect  was  booked  at  Southern  Station. 

761  Minna  St,  07/02/2014 

Officers  were  dispatched  to  call  where  3 men,  possibly  juveniles,  robbed  two 
people  at  gun  point. 

They  responded  to  the  hostel  where  the  two  victims,  tourists  from  France,  were 
staying.  One  of  the  Officers  conducted  the  translation  and  learned  that  the  two 
victims  were  walking  on  Minna  Street  when  the  incident  occurred.  One  of  the 
victims  was  consulting  her  tablet  when  she  noticed  one  of  the  suspects  shadowing 
them.  She  hid  her  tablet  because  she  felt  unsafe.  She  and  her  companion,  started 
walking  and  one  male  started  walking  in  front  of  them,  while  two  other  started 
following  them.  The  male  up  front  turned  and  told  her  to  hand  over  her  bag  but 
the  victim  was  not  able  to  comprehend  him  because  of  the  language  barrier,  that 
is  when  the  suspect  produced  a handgun  and  the  victim  surrendered  her  bag. 

The  Officers  broadcasted  the  incident  over  the  radio  and  got  an  immediate 
response  from  the  undercover  officers  in  the  area.  Three  males  matching  the 
description  given  by  the  victims  are  being  detained  and  a pat  searched  revealed  a 
concealed  handgun. 

Inside  the  suspects’  backpack  was  the  tablet  stolen  from  the  victim,  both  victim’s 
ATM  and  ID  cards,  as  well  as  other  items  believed  by  the  Officers  to  be  stolen. 

Two  of  the  three  males  were  juveniles  and  was  taken  to  Juvenile  Justice  Center  for 
booking;  the  other  male  was  taken  to  Southern  station.  The  Victims’  property  was 
returned  to  her  and  the  other  items  were  booked  as  evidence  at  Southern  station. 


7th  and  Market  St.,  06/24/2014 


Officers  were  on  their  patrol  car  when  the  spot  a known  burglar  crossing  the 
street.  One  of  the  Officers  happened  to  assist  in  a burglary  call  the  previous  night 
and  identified  this  particular  burglar  as  their  primary  suspect.  The  Officer  also 
knew  for  a fact  that  this  person  has  a warrant  out  for  his  arrest  because  of  another 
burglary  he  committed. 

He  placed  the  man  under  arrest,  and  while  searching  him,  found  a brand  new  I 
phone  from  his  pocket;  the  Officer  later  discovered  that  the  phone  has  been  stolen 
within  the  past  hour,  less  than  a mile  from  where  they  picked  up  the  suspect. 

The  man  was  taken  to  County  Jail  and  booked  there. 

800  Block  of  2nd  Street,  07/00/2014 

Officers  respond  to  call  of  an  auto  boost  in  progress;  dispatch  gave  a description 
of  a young  male  with  medium  build  wearing  a blue  hooded  sweater.  The  Officers 
arrived  on  scene  and  met  with  the  victim.  The  victim  was  exiting  the  front  door 
when  he  heard  his  car  alarm  go  off.  He  saw  a young  man  with  dark  clothing 
reach  into  the  car  through  the  broken  passenger  side  window.  The  suspect  then 
fled  on  foot  towards  2nd  street  and  the  victim  gave  chase  but  gave  up  when  he  lost 
sight  of  the  suspect  by  Brannan.  A witness  to  the  crime  and  pursuit  called  911, 
and  during  his  interview  stated  that  as  the  victim  was  chasing  the  suspect,  he 
came  across  a phone  lying  by  the  car.  He  turned  the  phone  over  to  the  Officers. 

Later  that  night,  the  witness  called  the  Officers  again  saying  that  the  suspect 
returned  to  the  area  looking,  quite  possibly,  for  his  phone.  While  in  the  area, 
dispatch  gave  the  same  suspect  description  but  this  time  added  that  the  suspect 
was  holding  a “Slurpee”. 

The  Officers  responded  to  the  scene  and  saw  a young  man  matching  the 
description  and  holding  a . “Slurpee”,  crossing  the  street.  They  detained  him  and 
identified  him  as  someone  on  parole  and  is  under  mandatory  supervision.  The 
witness  identified  the  suspect  as  the  man  who  broke  into  the  car.  The  victim 
cannot  be  reached  at  the  time  of  the  apprehension. 

The  suspect  was  booked  at  Southern  Station. 


Registration  Start  Time: 
10:00  am 


About 
Brain  Injury 
Association 
of  California 

Founded  in  2005,  the  Brain 
Injury  Association  of  Cali- 
fornia (BIACAL)  is  a char- 
tered state  affiliate  of  the 
Brain  Injury  Association  of 
America  (BIAA),  the  coun- 
try’s oldest  and  largest 
nationwide  brain  injury 
advocacy  organization. 
With  a joint  mission  to 
advance  brain  injury  preven- 
tion, research,  treatment 
and  education,  BIACAL 
strives  to  improve  the  quali- 
ty of  life  for  all  Californians 
affected  by  brain  injury. 


Walk  Start  Time: 

Ti:00  am 

Walk  End  Time: 

2:00  pm 

Walk  Distance: 

1 - 3 miles  at  Lake  Merced 

Walk  Events: 

Food,  Music  and  Raffle 
Exhibitors  Will  Provide 
Information  & Local  Resources 

Are  Dogs  Allowed: 

Service  Dogs  Only 

Site  Coordinator: 

Ursula  Pesta 
(661)  872-4903 
upesta@biacal.org 

Register  Online  At: 
www.biacal.org 


_WA  LK^ 

Brain  Injury 


Venue: 

Recreation 


Date: 

July  19,  2014 


tedtysrnart 

Before  leaving 
your  vehicle: 

Lock  any  items,  bags,  or  packages 
in  your  trunk  before  reaching  your 
destination. 

Remove,  or  hide  from  sight,  small 
items  of  value: 

(Phone,  charging  cords,  camera, 

GPS,  money,  etc.) 

The  best  way  to  prevent  a break  - in 
is  to  leave  your  vehicle  looking 
empty. 

Always  lock  your  vehicle,  close 
windows  and  sunroof. 

Do  not  hide  spare  keys  in  your 
vehicle,  always  take  your  garage 
opener  with  you. 


SAFE 


4155531584 


N Oy-EMFBGT  NTY 
ISTORMATIOy 
For  noa-einereeiLcy  police: 

415-553-0123 

OSIPI  REPORTING 

Citizens  can  access  the 
service  via  the  SFPD 
website  at: 

wvV  tv.sf-pQliee.org 

Select  the  Online  Reporting 
Icon. 

Citizens  can  make  reports 
for  Harassing  Telephone 
Calls.  Auto  Burglary. 
Graffiti.  Vandalism,  Lost 
Property  and  Theft. 

Additional  types  of  reports 
may  be  added  to  die  system. 

TIRE 

POLICE 

MEDICAL 

EMERGENCY 

DIAL 

9-1-1 


wtnv.sf-police.ofg 


1 AWfcjj 

SOUTHERN  STATION  RESOURCE  LIST 

EMERGENCY 

911 

Non-Emergency 

553-0123 

SFPD  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

575.4444 

SF  Customer  Service  Center 

311 

Southern  Station 

553-1373 

Southern  Station  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

552-4901 

Web  (For  Crime  Stats,  Internet  reports,  etc.) 

www.sfeov.ore/Dolice 

Southern  Station  email 

sfDd.southem.station@sfeov.ore 

Southern  Station  Twitter 

@Southemsfpd 

Captain  William  Roualdes 

william.roualdes@sfeov.ore 

Lieutenant  Greg  Kane  (Station  Investigations) 

greg.kane@sfgov.  org 

Day  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 
Lieutenant  Chuck  Limbert 
Lieutenant  Steve  Mannina 

553-1373 

charles.limbert@sfeov.ore 
steven.mannina@sfeov.  ore 

Swing  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 
Lieutenant  Teresa  Grade 
Lieutenant  Dave  Falzon 

553-1373 

teresa.  eracie@sfeo  v.  ore 
dave.falzon@sfeov.ore 

Market  Street  Foot  Beats 

Lieutenant  Scott  Heidohrn 

Sergeant  Brian  Oliver  and  Sergeant  Ron  Liherta 

553-1373 

scott.heidohm@sfeov.ore 
brian.oliver@sfeov.ore.  ronald.liberta@sfgov.org 

Southern  Plainclothes  Unit 
Sergeant  Darren  Nocetti 

darren.nocetti@sfeov.ore 

Graffiti  Abatement 

278-9454 

Graffiti  Fax 

278-9456 

Southern  Station  Events 
Sergeant  John  Conway 

553-9191 

iohn.conwav@sfeov.ore 

Southern  Station  Permits  / Code  Abatement 
Officer  Simon  Chan 

553-9192 

simon.chan@sfgov.org 

Southern  Station-  District  Attorney 
Marisa  Rodriguez 

553-1252 

marisa.rodriguez@sfgov.org 

Deputy  City  Attorney  - Southern  District 
Jennifer  Choi 

554-3887 

jennifer.choi@sfgov.org 

DPW 

695-2020  Dispatch  (24hrs) 

Dept.  Parking  & Traffic 

553-1943 

Quality  of  Life  Liaison/Homeless  Outreach 

553-1373  Officers  Miolanen,  Reyes  and  Toney 

DPH  Air,  Sound  and  Radiation  Program 

415/252-3800 

(Noise  Control  Officer)  415/252-3911 

Entertainment  Commission 

www.sfgov.org/entertainment/415-554-6678 

SF  SAFE 

553-1984  Allison  Burke 

www.sfsafe.ore 

SF  Homeless  Outreach  Team  (24  hour  dispatch) 

734-4233 

A Message  from  SF  SAFE: 


Watch  streets  become  communities,  and  neighbors  become  friends.  Watch  crime  go  down,  as 
security  goes  up.  Watch  police  become  partners  as  you  join  with  them  in  making  your 
neighborhood  a better  place  to  live. 

Start  a Neighborhood  Watch  on  your  block  and  see  all  these  things  happen! 

SF  SAFE  (Safety  Awareness  for  Everyone)  will  give  you  the  knowledge  and  tools  to  create  a 
stronger,  more  cohesive  and  resilient  community,  and  teach  you  how  to  be  prepared  and 
empowered  at  work,  on  the  streets  or  sidewalks  and  in  your  home. 


Contact  SF  SAFE  at  415-553-1984  or  learn  more  at  www.sfsafe.org 


A Message  from  Community  Boards 

Are  you  having  difficulty  with  someone?  A loud  neighbor?  Disrespectful 
roommate?  Unresponsive  landlord?  Community  Boards’  Neighborhood 
Mediation  Program  can  assist  you  with  quality  of  life  issues  (noise,  parking, 
pets,  graffiti,  maintenance,  etc)  or  relationship  conflicts  (family  members, 
roommates,  landlords,  neighbors,  etc). 

community  boards  A mediation  is  a confidential  and  voluntary  meeting  where  people  discuss 
Buitdmg  carnmuniiy  Through  convict  Roso&ition  difficulties  they  are  having  with  each  other  assisted  by  impartial  third-parties, 
our  mediators.  Our  mediators  are  trained  to  help  people  come  up  with 
workable  and  lasting  solutions.  They  don’t  give  advice  or  make  judgments.  The  goal  is  to  help 
everyone  feel  heard,  understood  and  respected. 

We  offer  our  services  in  English,  Spanish,  Mandarin  and  Cantonese  at  low-  to  no-cost.  No  one  is 
turned  away  for  lack  of  funds.  Contact  Community  Boards  at  (41 5)  920-3820  xl  00  or  learn  more  at 
www.communityboards.org. 


New  Program  from  SF  SAFE 

www.  safe  bikes,  or g 

SF  SAFE,  in  partnership  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  launched  a 
new  program  called  SAFE  Bikes.  This  is  a no  cost  bicycle  registry  program  administered  by 
San  Francisco  SAFE.  Anyone  can  register  their  bicycle  by  going  to  www.safebikes.org  and 
clicking  on  the  registration  icon.  SAFE  in  collaboration  with  the  San  Francisco  Bicycle 
Coalition,  and  several  local  businesses  are  undertaking  a citywide  educational  campaign  to 
teach  people  how  to  protect  themselves  against  bike  theft/burglary  by  recommending  locking 
strategies  and  suggesting  theft  prevention  tips. 

The  registration  portion  of  SAFE  Bikes  is  just  beginning  and  can  be  a useful  tool  down  the  road 
if  people  register  their  bicycle.  A Police  Officer  will  be  able  to  identify  a registered  bicycle  on 
the  street  by  the  metallic  sticker  specifically  made  for  this  bicycle  registration  program.  Each 


person  receives  a sticker  when  they  register  their  bicycle.  I encourage  everyone  to  go  to 
www.safebikes.org  and  utilize  this  free  service  offered. 

311  Customer  Service  Center: 

What  is  3117311  is  a toll  free,  NON-EMERGENCY  phone  number  that  the  public  can  call  to  access 
information  about  government  services.  A live  customer  service  representative  will  be  available  24  hours  a day, 
seven  days  a week,  and  365  days  a year.  The  service  is  available  to  both  wired  and  wireless  customers.  Wireless 
customers  should  call  (415)  701-231 1.  31 1 employees  will  be  able  to  provide  translations  services  in  more  than 
145  languages  and  dialects  and  will  employ  a diverse  staff  of  customer  service  representatives.  Additionally, 

3 1 1 are  set  up  to  accept  calls  from  the  hearing  impaired  by  utilizing  a TTY  System. 

*3 1 1 will  also  take  police  reports  if  you  DO  NOT  have  any  suspect  description  and  the  crime  is  not  in  progress. 
After  meeting  these  conditions  these  are  the  reports  311  will  take:  Harassing  phone  calls,  vehicle  break  in, 
vehicle  tampering,  lost  property,  theft,  and  vandalism/graffiti  reports. 

COMMUNITY  INVOL  VEMENT  OPPORTUNITIES 


SFPD  ALERT  Program 


San  Francisco  Police  Department 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT) 

The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  developed  a volunteer  citizen  disaster  preparedness  program.  The 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT)  will  recruit,  train,  credential,  and  uniform  volunteers  to 
assist  law  enforcement  in  the  event  of  a natural  or  manmade  disaster.  Volunteers  must  be  at  least  16  years  of 
age  and  live,  work,  or  attend  high  school  in  San  Francisco.  For  a comprehensive  overview  of  the  ALERT 
program,  please  visit  our  webpage  at  www.sanfranciscopolice.org/alert 

SF  NERT  Program 

The  San  Francisco  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  is  free 
training  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  in  how  to  help  yourself  and  your 
neighbors  prepare  for  and  respond  to  a disaster  by  working  together.  The  20-hour 
training  includes  personal  preparedness,  light  search  and  rescue,  disaster  medicine, 
shutting  off  your  utilities,  and  how  to  participate  as  a member  of  a neighborhood 
response  team.  NERT  also  offers  continuing  training  for  graduates  and  activities  that 
support  building  robust  neighborhood  teams.  For  more  information,  visit  the  NERT 
website  at  http://sfaov.org/sffdnert , or  contact  Lt.  Erica  Arteseros  at  (415)  970-2022 
or  sffdnertdcb.sfaov.  ora. 

Community  Resources/Information 

> South  of  Market  neighborhood  preparedness:  http://southbeachsafetv.com/ 


SAN  FRANCISCO  FIRE  DEPARTMENT  offers  FREE  Neighborhood 
Emergency  Response  Team  Training 

The  goal  of  this  program  is  to  help  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco  to  be  self  sufficient  in  a major  disasta-  sit- 
uation by  developing  multi-fun ctional  teams,  cross  trained  in  basic  emergency  skills.  Through  this  program, 
individuals  will  learn  how  to  help  themselves  and  their  loved  ones  prepare  for  and  better  respond  in  a disaster. 

The  training  includes  preparedness  training  as  welt  as  hands-on  disaster  skills. 

Subject  to  change;  check  the  NEHT  website  for  the  most  current  schedule.  Register  on  Evaiihrite: 
http^/sff rfnert-evenihrite.com/  or  call  (41 5)970-2024 


Bernal  Heights 

St  Kevin  Church,  O’Malley  Hal! 
702  Cortland  Ave 
Tuesdays,  6:30pm 
June  10:  Class  1 
June  17:  Class  2 
June  24:  Class  3 
July  1:  Class  4 
July  B:  Class  5 
July  15:  Class  6 

Mob  Hill 

St  Francis  Memorial  Hasp. 

900  Hyde  Street 
Thursdays,  6:30pm 
June  19:  Class  1 
June  26:  Class  2 
July  3:  Class  3 
July  10:  Class  4 
July  17:  Class  5 
July  24:  Class  6 

Potrero  Hill 
St  Teresa's  Church 
19th  St  and  Connecticut  St 
Wednesdays,  630pm 
July  16:  Class  1 
July  23:  Class  2 
July  20:  Class  3 
August  6:  Class  4 
August  13  : Class  5 
August  20  Class  6 

At are  classes  are  added  to  the  website 


Full  NEHT  Training  Course  Outline: 
Class  Session  #1_ 

Earthquake  Awareness,  Preparedness, 
and  Hazard  Mitigation 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  #2_ 

Types  of  fire.  Hazardous  Materials, 
Utilities  Shut-offs, 

Terrorism  Awareness 
3.5hrs 

Class  Session  #3_ 

Disaster  Medicine 

3lus 

Class  Session  #4_ 

Light  Search  and  Rescue 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  # 5_ 
Emergency  Team  Organization, 
Disaster  Psychology 
3 hrs 

Class  Sesdrxi  # 6__ 

Hands-On  Application,  Course  review, 
and  graduation 
3.5hrs 


the  juB  scope  and  benefit  of  the  train- 
ing. New  students  may  not  join  after 
session  2 of  the  six-week  doss  or  on  day 
2 of  the  intensive  and  3-day  sessions. 
Makeups  may  be  approved. 

A certificate  may  be  issued. 


SFFD  WERT  and  SF  SAFE  fsfcafe-orgj  wait 
you  to  have  skills  to  be  prepared  for  an  er- 


gendes  big  or  small,  and  know  your  neigh- 
bors to  mzamize  resiliency  after  disaster. 

* Risk  Awareness  4 HEFT  Overview 

♦ Disaster  « community. 

Supplies  block  by  block 

4 Personal/  w/  SAFE 

Family 


Wednesday  June  4,  2014 
Supervisor  Aloha  Cohen  basts 
Suinydrle  Community  Center 
1654  Sunnydale  Ave 

Wednesday  June  11 
SupervBcr  Eric  Mar  hosts 
fbctimand  Library 
351  9°'  Ave  Clement  St 


www.  5a  n F ra  ncisco  Police.  org/M  oto  rcycles 


I Police  Motorcycle  Skills  | 
Competition 

Saturday,  September  6#  2014 

8:00am  - 5:00pm 

- Piers  30  & 32  - 


599  The  Embarcadero,  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


| Participants  Contact: 

Off.  Steve  Lee 
5fpdmotorcydes@gmaii.com 
415.264.8023 


I Sponsors  Contact: 

Off.  Walt  Miranda 
| waltermiranda444@hotmail.com  | 
650.740.9649 


All  proceeds  to  benefit  www.sfpal.org 


850  Bryant  Street  San  Francisco,  CA.  94103  (415)  553-1373 


Captain  Bill  Roualdes 
July  21st,  2014 

Captain’s  Message 

I want  to  thank  those  community  members  who  attended  my  most 
recent  meeting  at  Gene  Friend  Recreation  Center.  A big  THANK 
YOU,  to  their  coordinator,  Tim  Figueras  for  hosting  us.  The 
Southern  District  has  experienced  an  increase  in  auto  burglaries. 
Please  get  the  word  out,  do  not  leave  anything  visible  in  your  vehicle 
that  will  get  the  attention  of  someone  walking  by. 

Please  remember  traffic  safety  should  also  be  on  everyone’s  mind, 
both  drivers  and  pedestrians.  Please  take  a look  at  NHTSA  website 
(www.distraction.gov/  ) for  important  information. 

Please  see  the  attached  flyers  for  Southern  Station  locations  for 
National  Night  Out,  a great  event  that  brings  the  neighbors  and  the 
police  together  to  build  a safer  and  stronger  community. 

Special  Events: 

National  Night  Out 
August  5,  2014 
5:00-7:00  pm 

Victoria  Manalo  Draves  Park 
Between  Folsom  and  Sherman  St 
And 

Mariner  and  Gateview  Drive  on  Treasure  Island(5:00  -7:30  pm) 

Follow  us  on  Twitter:  @SoilthernSFPD 


Significant  Incidences 


Warrant  Arrest,  Possession  of  Narcotics  Paraphernalia 
Mission  St  & 7th,  07/13/2014 

While  driving  in  their  Police  vehicle,  two  Officers  observe  a person  hying  to  light  what  appears  to  be  a meth 
pipe.  They  approached  the  man  who,  after  being  asked  about  the  whereabouts  of  his  meth  pipe,  surrenders  it  to 
the  Officers.  The  asked  for  his  Identification  Card  in  order  to  cite  him,  the  Officers  did  a record  check  and  it 
revealed  that  the  man  has  2 warrants  for  his  arrest,  one  for  $75,  000  and  a no  bail  warrant.  The  man  was 
handcuffed  and  taken  to  County  Jail  for  booking. 

Warrant  Arrest,  Traffic  Violation  Arrest 
Golden  Gate  & Taylor  St,  07/14/2014 

A man  jay- walked  in  front  of  two  Market  Street  Foot  Beat  Officers  that  happened  to  slow  traffic  down.  The 
Officers  detained  the  man  and  asked  for  his  identification,  after  performing  records  check,  it  was  revealed  that 
the  man  has  an  active  felony  warrant  for  his  arrest  with  a bail  amount  set  for  $50,000.  He  was  taken  to  Southern 
Station  for  booking. 

Auto  Boost 

200  Block  of  3rd  St  (Public  Garage) 

A citizen  parked  a car  in  a public  garage  and  left  a backpack  with  a laptop  in  it  inside  the  vehicle.  When  the 
person  returned,  the  passenger  side  window  of  the  vehicle  has  been  broken  into  and  the  bag  stolen.  No  cameras 
or  witnesses  are  available  and  no  arrests  were  made. 

Auto  Boost  - With  Arrest 
Mabini  & Bonifacio  St,  07/12/2014 

Southern  Plainclothes  Officers  did  a vehicle  burglary  surveillance  operation  with  focus  on  3 rd  st  and  5th  st. 

While  on  foot  in  the  area,  they  saw  the  subject,  who  had  priors,  walking  on  the  sidewalk  at  Bonifacio  St.  They 
followed  him  without  him  noticing,  the  suspect  turned  a comer  and  they  hear  d a loud  “bang”  but  as  they 
searched  the  location,  did  not  find  any  broken  windows  or  damage  to  cars.  They  later  lose  sight  of  the  suspect. 

A few  minutes  later,  they  crossed  paths  with  the  suspect  again  this  time  he  was  in  the  act  of  breaking  a window 
and  reaching  into  the  interior  of  the  car.  The  suspect  then  left  the  vehicle  and  walked  towards  the  Officer  with  a 
purse  clutched  in  his  hands.  The  Officer  advised  the  suspect  to  stop  but  the  suspect  refused.  He  asked  the 
Officer  “What  did  I do?”  He  continued  resisting  but  the  Officer  was  able  to  handcuff  him  and  take  him  into 
custody.  Another  Officer  searched  the  contents  of  the  purse  to  locate  the  owner  of  the  vehicle,  who  responded 
to  the  scene. 

The  suspect  was  booked  at  Southern  Station.  The  suspect  was  on  felony  probation  at  the  time  of  the  arrest  and 
had  a warrant  out  for  him. 


Recovered  Stolen  Vehicle  with  Stolen  Goods  Inside 
900  Block  of  Mission,  07/07/2014 

Officers  noticed  a parked  BMW  with  a suspicious  man  inside  it,  and  another  man  standing  on  the  sidewalk.  The 
man  inside  the  car  appears  to  be  rummaging  through  things  inside  the  vehicle.  The  Officers  asked  the  two  men 
to  step  away  from  the  vehicle.  The  man  inside  the  car  said  that  the  car  belonged  to  him  and  refused  to  cooperate 
with  the  Officers;  he  then  bolted  and  took  off  running  with  the  car  key  in  his  hand.  The  other  man  sat  on  the 
ground  and  complied  and  said  that  he  was  just  trying  to  urinate  near  the  vehicle  and  that  they  were  not  together. 

The  Officers  did  a radio  broadcast  of  the  suspect’s  direction  of  escape.  As  the  man  at  large  was  being  pursued 
by  other  units,  the  Officers  noted  that  the  side  passenger  window  of  the  car  has  been  broken  into.  Inside  were 
various  credit  cards  and  check  books  as  well  as  back  packs  containing  items  from  different  people.  They  also 
located  the  suspect’s  wallet  in  the  driver’s  seat. 

After  running  a records  check  on  the  names  found  in  the  vehicle,  it  was  revealed  to  the  Officers  that  each  one 
filed  an  auto  boost  report  and  listed  the  items  found  as  stolen.  The  Officers  then  ran  the  license  plate  and  called 
the  person  the  plates  were  registered  to,  the  man  who  answered  the  phone  said  that  the  plates  were  his  but  it  was 
stolen  from  their  BMW  and  their  car  is  still  parked  outside  the  house.  The  Officers  then  had  to  run  a record 
check  on  VIN  of  the  car  and  found  the  owner  who  responded  to  the  scene  to  identify  and  take  possession  of  the 
car. 

The  Suspect  was  later  captured  and  taken  to  Southern  Station  for  further  investigation  and  booking. 

Methamphetamine  Offense 
Mission  & 8th  St,  07/11/2014 

Officers  were  dispatched  to  a call  regarding  a man  with  a gun  on  a Muni  bus.  It  was  an  outbound  14  Muni  bus 
that  was  stopped  at  8th  St.  They  arrived  on  scene  and  found  an  Officer  already  on  scene  with  the  suspect  lying 
down  on  the  floor  of  the  bus  with  no  weapon  on  him.  They  secured  the  man  (Suspect  #1),  meanwhile  a 
passenger  pointed  out  another  person  (Suspect  #2)  who  is  apparently  hiding  the  gun  for  the  suspect  in  custody. 
The  second  suspect  was  non-compliant  when  detained  by  the  Officers.  Two  Officers  were  eventually  able  to 
handcuff  him  and  sat  him  at  the  back  of  a police  car. 

The  Officers  interviewed  passengers  and  they  were  told  by  one  that  he  was  approached  by  Suspect  #1  earlier 
and  was  asked  if  he  wanted  to  purchase  a gun.  Suspect  # 1 revealed  a handgun  on  his  waistband  but  the  witness 
declined  him,  the  14  bus  soon  arrived  and  the  witness  got  on  the  bus  but  Suspect  # 1 followed  him,  fearing  for 
the  safety  of  other  passengers,  he  told  the  bus  driver  what  was  happening  and  the  bus  driver  called  the  police. 

It  appears,  v/hen  inspected,  that  the  gun  was  an  air  soft  gun  and  was  not  real.  It  has  been  altered,  however,  to 
look  like  a real  gun.  Both  Suspects  were  to  be  cited  and  released  on  scene,  when  further  search  yielded  heroin, 
methamphetamine  and  a prescription  pill  without  container  on  Suspect  # 2’s  person. 

Suspect#  1 was  cited  and  released;  his  friend  was  booked  for  possession  at  Southern  Station. 

Heroin  Possession  for  Sale 
United  Nations  Plaza,  07/08/2014 

Officers  were  flagged  down  by  a citizen  regarding  a man  walking  around  UN  Plaza  selling  pills.  The  Citizen 
gave  a description  of  the  suspect  and  pointed  at  the  individual,  who  they  could  see  from  afar. 


They  made  contact  with  the  suspect  and  identified  him.  The  Officers  did  a pat  down  search  of  the  person,  while 
doing  so;  they  noticed  that  the  person  won’t  open  his  right  hand.  The  Officers  ordered  him  to  unclench  his  hand 
but  he  would  not  comply,  the  suspect  then  tried  to  ingest  what  was  in  his  hands,  a common  thing  for  drug 
dealers  to  do.  The  Officers  immediately  tried  to  grab  the  suspects  hand  but  he  was  able  to  ingest  the  evidence. 

They  were  unable  to  locate  anymore  drugs  on  his  person  but  found  $885  cash,  in  multiple  denominations,  on  the 
suspect.  They  were  also  able  to  locate  sandwich  bags  on  him  which  is  a common  item  found  amongst  drug 
dealers. 

The  suspect  was  booked  at  Southern  Station,  after  a medical  evaluation  for  destroying  evidence  and  resisting 
arrest/delaying  an  investigation. 

Aggravated  Assault  w/  Force 
400  Blk.  of  7th  St,  07/12/2014 

Dispatch  informed  Officers  regarding  an  assault  at  a Shell  station  by  two  males  against  one  victim.  The  victim 
stated  that  he  was  pumping  gas  at  the  gas  station  and  chatting  with  his  friend , the  cab  driver,  when  the  two 
males  came  up  to  him  and  asked  him  “What  did  you  say?”  and  started  punching  him.  One  of  the  men  pulled  out 
a knife  and  the  victim  ran  for  the  convenience  store  door  located  in  the  gas  station.  The  store  clerk  who  saw 
what  was  happening  let  him  in  because  he  feared  the  victim  might  get  stabbed.  The  store  clerk  called  911  and 
the  suspect  fled. 

The  suspects  took  off  in  a blue  vehicle  with  out  of  state  plates,  but  the  cab  driver  friend  of  the  victim  followed 
them  and  proceeded  to  provide  dispatch  with  updated  location.  The  Officers  were  then  able  to  stop  the  vehicle 
at  7th  street  right  in  front  of  the  Auto  return  center. 

Four  people  were  detained,  two  males  and  two  females,  and  a pat  searched  was  done  for  the  people  who 
matched  the  description  given  by  both  the  victim  and  two  other  witnesses.  One  of  the  male  occupants  of  the  car 
had  a folding  knife  on  him. 

The  victim  identified  the  suspects  as  the  people  who  assaulted  him  but  said  the  two  females  were  not  involved. 
The  two  males  identified  themselves  as  members  of  the  Sureno  street  gang.  They  gave  false  names  to  the 
Officers  but  through  their  real  ID,  one  of  them  was  identified  as  someone  wanted  by  the  US  Marshalls  Service. 
They  also  found  a meth  pipe  on  one  of  the  suspect’s  pocket. 

Both  suspects  were  booked  into  Southern  station. 
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INTOEMATION 
For  non-emegSBcy  police: 
415-553-0123 

^NIS^EIPORn^G 

Citizens  can  access  the 
service  via  the  SFFD 
website  at: 

tnvtv.sf-poIice.org 

Select  the  Online  Reporting  ■! 
Icon. 

Citizens  can  mate  reports 
for  Harassing  Telephone 
Calk,  Auto  Bnrglaiy. 
Graffiti.  Vandalism.  Lost 
Property  and  Theft. 

Additional  types  of  reports  j 
may  be  added  to  ihe  system. 
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Before  leaving 
your  vehicle: 

Lock  any  items,  bags,  of  packages 
in  your  trunk  before  reaching  your 
destination. 

Remove,  or  hide  from  sight,  small 
items  of  value: 

(Phone,  charging  cords,  camera, 

GPS,  money  etc.) 

The  best  way  to  prevent  a break  - in 
is  to  leave  your  vehicle  looking 
empty. 

Always  lock  your  vehicle,  close 
windows  and  sunroof. 

Do  not  hide  spare  keys  In  your 
vehicle,  always  take  your  garage 
opener  with  you. 


BE  SAFE!  On 


1 . Be  patient!  Stop!  Watch  out  for  oncoming  vehicles  that  you  may  not  see  or  that 
may  not  see  you. 

2.  Always  stop  at  the  curb  of  the  pedestrian  walkway.  Cross  at  controlled 
intersections  or  marked  pedestrian  crosswalks. 

3.  Before  crossing  the  road,  look  both  ways  to  ensure  it  is  safe  to  proceed. 

4.  Keep  looking  in  all  directions  as  you  cross  the  road.  Hold  your  cell  phone 
conversation  while  crossing. 

5.  Walk,  don’t  run!  Don’t  make  a sudden  turn  back. 

6.  Never  dash  out  into  the  road,  or  c 

7.1 


. 


tear. 

. 

8.  When  exiting  from  public  transportation,  wait  until  the  vehicle  comes  to  a 
complete  stop  and  look  both  ways  to  ensure  it  is  safe  to  proceed. 

9.  Always  obey  traffic  signs  and  signals.  Watch  out  for  turning  or  reversing  vehicles. 

10.  Wear  bright  or  light  color  clothes  at  night,  so  you  can  be  seen. 

11.  Remain  on  the  sidewalk.  If  there  are  no  sidewalks,  walk  facing  traffic. 

1 2.  In  bad  weather,  make  sure  your  umbrella  or  raincoat  does  not  prevent  you  from 
seeing  approaching  vehicles. 


www.sfsafe.org 
© SAFE  2014 


www.sf-police.org 
Pedestrian  Safety  - Feb  2014 


t 


i for  Pedestrians 

’ Ir33K5jBSB  vkhvm 


! 


\ 

START  CROSSING 

(tfiteh  for  VkHctu.) 

1 

D 

FLASKISIC 

C-  DONT START 

(FWsh  Cresting 
^ Ifrou’«  B»gun.) 

■ 

STEADY 

DONT  CROSS 

We  are  all  pedestrians  at  one  time  or  another,  and  the  traffic 
signals,  signs  and  pavement  markings  are  thereto  assure  our 
safety.  However,  we  should  realize  that  no  amount  of  traffic 
control  devices  will  be  able  to  protect  us  from  ourselves  if  we 
do  not  pay  attention  to  the  "Signs  of  Safety"  all  around  us. 

ALWAYS  follow  these  steps  when  crossing  a street: 

• ALWAYS  use  a marked  crosswalk  when  one  is  available. 

The  bright  white  lines  of  a crosswalk  remind  motorists  to 
look  out  for  pedestrians. 

• STOP  at  the  CURB,  edge  of  road,  comer  or  parked  vehicle  before  proceeding  across. 

• LOOK  left,  right,  and  left  again,  and  if  it's  clear,  begin  crossing. 

• CONTINUE  to  check  for  traffic  in  all  directions,  especially  for  vehicles  turning  "Right-on-Red." 

• DONT  ASSUME  that  drivers  see  you  all  the  time!  If  there  is  traffic,  make  eye  contact  with  the 
driver/s  so  they  see  you  and  understand  your  intention.  Again,  STOP  before  you  start  to  cross. 


Crossing  an  Intersection 

• If  there  is  a push  button,  press  the  button  and  wait  for  the  pedestrian  signal 
to  display  the  "walk"  indication.  The  "WALK"  signal  indicates  that  a pedestrian 
feeing  the  signal  indication  may  proceed  across  the  roadway  in  that  direction. 
Remember  to  follow  the  basic  "Crossing  Rules"  and  check  for  turning  vehicles. 


A flashing  "DONT  WALK"  signal  indication  means  that  a pedestrian  shall  not 
start  to  cross  the  roadway  in  the  direction  of  the  indication,  but  any  pedestrian 
who  has  partly  completed  their  crossing  shall  finish  crossing  or  proceed  to  a 
safety  island  in  that  direction. 

A steadily  illuminated  "DONT  WALK"  indication  means  a pedestrian  shall  not 
enter  the  roadway  in  the  direction  of  the  indication.  Pedestrians  waiting  to 
cross  must  wait  for  the  next  "WALK"  signal. 

At  signalized  intersections  that  don’t  have  pedestrian  signals,  pedestrians  facing  a green  light 
may  cross  within  a crosswalk  in  the  direction  of  the  light,  but  only  when  it  is  safe  to  do  so. 

At  signalized  intersections  with  pedestrian  signals,  its  important  to  follow  the  directions  given 
by  the  signals. 

Remember,  don't  take  those  "NO  RIGHT  TURN  ON  RED"  signs  for  granted.  Always  check 
for  turning  vehicles  before  stepping  off  the  curb  - motorists  make  mistakes  too. 


— Prepared  by  SPDPH  Traffic  Safety  Program 
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You’re  invited 

to  fun,  food, 
kid-friendly 
games! 


Tuesday,  August  5th:  5 - 7 PM 
Victoria  Manaio  Draves  Park 

Between  6th  & 7th. and  Folsom  & Harrison 

Police  officers,  bounce  house,  acrobats, 
photo  booth,  music,  pizza,  big  prizes  & more. 
IT'S  FREE! 


Jhis  event  brings  neighbors  and  police  together 
for  a safer  and  stronger  community. 


f 


THANK  YOU  TO  THESE  SPONSORS! 

Children’s  Creativity  Museum  • Escape  From  NY  Pizza  • Extreme  Pizza  • Monarch 
Photoboof  • Supperclub  • SF  Clubs  • SF  Giants  • SFPD  Southern  Station 
SF  SAFE  • SF  Rec  & Park  Dept  • Target  • Westfield  Centre 


You’re  invited 

to  fun,  food, 
kid^friendly 
games! 


Tuesday,  August  5th:  5 - 7:30  PM 
Mariner  and  Gateview  Ave  on  Tl 


Police  officers,  bounce  house,  acrobats, 
music,  Mateo’s  Hot  Dogs,  pizza, 

SF  bike  registration,  big  prizes  & more... 
IT’S  FREE! 


This  event  brings  neighbors  and  police  together 
for  a safer  and  stronger  community. 
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THANK  YOU  TO  OUR  SPONSORSI 

Catholic  Charities  CYO  • Community  Housing  Partnership  • Island  Cove  Market  • Job  Corps 
Mateo’s  Hot  Dog  Stand  • Monarch  • NERT  • SF  Clubs  • SF  Giants  • SFPD  Southern  Station 
SF  SAFE  • Southern  District  Community  Police  Advisory  Board  • Supperclub  • Swords  to  Plowshares 
The  Villages  at  Treasure  Island  • Treasure  Island  Community  Watch  • Treasure  Island  YMCA 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  • Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development  Initiative 


SOUTHERN  STATION  RESOURCE  LIST 

EMERGENCY 

911 

Non-Emergency 

553-0123 

SFPD  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

575.4444 

SF  Customer  Service  Center 

311 

Southern  Station 

553-1373 

Southern  Station  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

552-4901 

Web  (For  Crime  Stats,  Internet  reports,  etc.) 

www.sfsov.ora/Dolice 

Southern  Station  email 

sfDd.southem.station@sf20v.or2 

Southern  Station  Twitter 

@Southemsfpd 

Captain  William  Roualdes 

william.roualdes@sfsov.ors 

Lieutenant  Greg  Kane  (Station  Investigations) 

greg.kane@sfgov.org 

Day  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 
Lieutenant  Chuck  Limbert 
Lieutenant  Steve  Mannina 

553-1373 

charles.limbert@sfsov.ors 

steven.mannina@sf20v.0r2 

Swing  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 
Lieutenant  Teresa  Grade 
Lieutenant  Dave  Falzon 

553-1373 

teresa.  sracie@sfsov.ors 
dave.falzon@sfsov.ore 

Market  Street  Foot  Beats 

Lieutenant  Scott  Heidohrn 

Sergeant  Brian  Oliver  and  Sergeant  Ron  Liberta 

553-1373 

scott.heidohm@sfgov.ore 
brian.oliver@sfsov.org,  ronald.liberta@sfgov.org 

Southern  Plainclothes  Unit 
Sergeant  Darren  Nocetti 

darren.nocetti@sfgov.ors 

Graffiti  Abatement 

278-9454 

Graffiti  Fax 

278-9456 

Southern  Station  Events 
Sergeant  John  Conway 

553-9191 

iohn.conwav@sfsov.org 

Southern  Station  Permits  / Code  Abatement 
Officer  Simon  Chan 

553-9192 

simon.chan@sfgov.org 

Southern  Station-  District  Attorney 
Frank  Carrubba 

553-1252 

Frank.carrubba@sfgov.org 

Deputy  City  Attorney  - Southern  District 
Jennifer  Choi 

554-3887 

j ennifer.choi@sfgov.org 

DPW 

695-2020  Dispatch  (24hrs) 

Dept.  Parking  & Traffic 

553-1943 

Quality  of  Life  Liaison/Homeless  Outreach 

553-1373  Officers  Miolanen,  Reyes  and  Toney 

DPH  Air,  Sound  and  Radiation  Program 

415/252-3800 

(Noise  Control  Officer)  415/252-3911 

Entertainment  Commission 

www.sfgov.org/entertainment/415-554-6678 

SF  SAFE 

553-1984  Allison  Burke 

www.sfsafe.org 

SF  Homeless  Outreach  Team  (24  hour  dispatch ) 

734-4233 

A Message  from  SF  SAFE: 


Watch  streets  become  communities,  and  neighbors  become  friends.  Watch  crime  go  down,  as 
security  goes  up.  Watch  police  become  partners  as  you  join  with  them  in  making  your 
neighborhood  a better  place  to  live. 

Start  a Neighborhood  Watch  on  your  block  and  see  all  these  things  happen! 

SF  SAFE  (Safety  Awareness  for  Everyone)  will  give  you  the  knowledge  and  tools  to  create  a 
stronger,  more  cohesive  and  resilient  community,  and  teach  you  how  to  be  prepared  and 
empowered  at  work,  on  the  streets  or  sidewalks  and  in  your  home. 


Contact  SF  SAFE  at  415-553-1984  or  learn  more  at  www.sfsafe.org 


A Message  from  Community  Boards 

Are  you  having  difficulty  with  someone?  A loud  neighbor?  Disrespectful 
roommate?  Unresponsive  landlord?  Community  Boards’  Neighborhood 
Mediation  Program  can  assist  you  with  quality  of  life  issues  (noise,  parking, 
pets,  graffiti,  maintenance,  etc)  or  relationship  conflicts  (family  members, 
roommates,  landlords,  neighbors,  etc). 

community  boards  A mediation  is  a confidential  and  voluntary  meeting  where  people  discuss 
Buiitfin^communitjr Through cmtfta iwu.ion  difficulties  they  are  having  with  each  other  assisted  by  impartial  third-parties, 
our  mediators.  Our  mediators  are  trained  to  help  people  come  up  with 
workable  and  lasting  solutions.  They  don’t  give  advice  or  make  judgments.  The  goal  is  to  help 
everyone  feel  heard,  understood  and  respected. 

We  offer  our  services  in  English,  Spanish,  Mandarin  and  Cantonese  at  low-  to  no-cost.  No  one  is 
turned  away  for  lack  of  funds.  Contact  Community  Boards  at  (41 5)  920-3820  xl  00  or  learn  more  at 
www.communityboards.org. 

New  Program  from  SF  SAFE 

www.safebikes.  ore 

SF  SAFE,  in  partnership  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  launched  a 
new  program  called  SAFE  Bikes.  This  is  a no  cost  bicycle  registry  program  administered  by 
San  Francisco  SAFE.  Anyone  can  register  their  bicycle  by  going  to  www.safebikes.org  and 
clicking  on  the  registration  icon.  SAFE  in  collaboration  with  the  San  Francisco  Bicycle 
Coalition,  and  several  local  businesses  are  undertaking  a citywide  educational  campaign  to 
teach  people  how  to  protect  themselves  against  bike  theft/burglary  by  recommending  locking 
strategies  and  suggesting  theft  prevention  tips. 

The  registration  portion  of  SAFE  Bikes  is  just  beginning  and  can  be  a useful  tool  down  the  road 
if  people  register  their  bicycle.  A Police  Officer  will  be  able  to  identify  a registered  bicycle  on 
the  street  by  the  metallic  sticker  specifically  made  for  this  bicycle  registration  program.  Each 
person  receives  a sticker  when  they  register  their  bicycle.  I encourage  everyone  to  go  to 
www.safebikes.org  and  utilize  this  free  service  offered. 


311  Customer  Service  Center: 

What  is  3 1 1?  3 1 1 is  a toll  free,  NON-EMERGENCY  phone  number  that  the  public  can  call  to  access 
information  about  government  services.  A live  customer  service  representative  will  be  available  24  hours  a day, 
seven  days  a week,  and  365  days  a year.  The  service  is  available  to  both  wired  and  wireless  customers.  Wireless 
customers  should  call  (4 1 5)  70 1 -23 1 1 . 3 1 1 employees  will  be  able  to  provide  translations  services  in  more  than 
145  languages  and  dialects  and  will  employ  a diverse  staff  of  customer  service  representatives.  Additionally, 

311  are  set  up  to  accept  calls  from  the  hearing  impaired  by  utilizing  a TTY  System. 

*3 1 1 will  also  take  police  reports  if  you  DO  NOT  have  any  suspect  description  and  the  crime  is  not  in  progress. 
After  meeting  these  conditions  these  are  the  reports  311  will  take:  Harassing  phone  calls,  vehicle  break  in, 
vehicle  tampering,  lost  property,  theft,  and  vandalism/graffiti  reports. 

COMMUNITY  INVOL  VEMENT  OPPORTUNITIES 


SFPD  ALER  T Program 


San  Francisco  Police  Department 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT) 

The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  developed  a volunteer  citizen  disaster  preparedness  program.  The 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT)  will  recruit,  train,  credential,  and  uniform  volunteers  to 
assist  law  enforcement  in  the  event  of  a natural  or  manmade  disaster.  Volunteers  must  be  at  least  16  years  of 
age  and  live,  work,  or  attend  high  school  in  San  Francisco.  For  a comprehensive  overview  of  the  ALERT 
program,  please  visit  our  webpage  at  www.sanffanciscopolice.org/alert 

SF  NERT  Program 

The  San  Francisco  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  is  free 
training  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  in  how  to  help  yourself  and  your 
neighbors  prepare  for  and  respond  to  a disaster  by  working  together.  The  20-hour 
training  includes  personal  preparedness,  light  search  and  rescue,  disaster  medicine, 
shutting  off  your  utilities,  and  how  to  participate  as  a member  of  a neighborhood 
response  team.  NERT  also  offers  continuing  training  for  graduates  and  activities  that 
support  building  robust  neighborhood  teams.  For  more  information,  visit  the  NERT 
website  at  http ://sf aov.org/sffdnert . or  contact  Lt.  Erica  Arteseros  at  (415)  970-2022 
or  sffdnertdS)  sfaov.ora. 

Community  Resources/Information 

> South  of  Market  neighborhood  preparedness:  http://southbeachsafetv.com/ 


SAN  FRANCISCO  FIRE  DEPARTMENT  offers  FREE  Neighborhood 
Emergency  Response  Team  Training 

jj  The  goal  of  this  program  is  to  help  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco  to  be  self  sufficient  in  a major  disaster  sit- 
* uation  by  developing  multi-functional  teams,  cross  trained  in  basic  emergency  skills.  Through  this  program, 
individuals  will  learn  haw  to  help  thsnsetves  and  their  loved  one  prepare  for  and  better  respond  in  a disaster. 

The  bail  ling  includes  preparedness  training  as  well  as  hands-on  disaster  skills. 

Subject  to  change;  check  the  NERT  website  for  the  most  current  schedule  Register  on  Eventbrifce: 
htto-dVsffAiert.eventbrTte.com/  or  call  (41 5)970-2024 

Bernal  Heights 

St  Kevin  Church,  O'Malley  Hall 
702  Cortland  Ave 
Tuesdays,  6:30pm 
June  10:  Class  t 
June  17:  CUes  2 
June  24:  Class  3 
July  1:  Class  4 
July  Bz  Class  5 
Ally  15:  Class  6 


Class  Session  #1  _ 

Earthquake  Awareness,  Preparedness, 
and  Hazard  Mitigation 
3.5  hrs 


Types  of  Fire,  Hazardous  Materials, 
Utilities  Shut-offs, 
Terrorism  Awareness 
3.5hrs 


Hob  Hffl 


900  Hyde  Street 
Thursdays,  6:30pm 
June  19:  Class  J 
June  26:  Class  2 
July  3:  Class  3 
July  10:  Class  4 
July  17:  Class  5 
July  24:  Class  6 


St  Teresa's  Church 
1 9th  St  and  Connecticut  St 
Wednesdays,  6z3C|ps7i 
July  16:  Class  1 
July  23:  Class  2 
July  30:  Class  3 
August  6:  Class  4 
August  13:  Oass  5 
August  20:  Class  6 


3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  # 5_. 


Class  Session  # 6_. 

Hands-On  Application,  Course  review. 


* Afore:  ft  is  unponunt  fbr  participants 

thefiifl  scope  and  benefit  of  the  train- 
ing. New  students  may  not  join  after 
session  2 of  the  six-week  doss  or  on  day 


♦ Risk  Awareness 

♦ Disaster 
Supplies 

♦ Personal/ 
Family 


IfflRT  Overview 


Wednesday  Jute  4,  2014 
Supervisor  Malta  Cohen  hosts 


1654  Sunrqrriofe  Ave 


Wednesday  June  11 


| Police  Motorcycle  Skills  | 
Competition 

[ Saturday,  September  6,  2014 

8:00am  - 5:00pm 

-Piers  30  & 32  - 

599  The  Embarcadero,  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Police  Competitors  Registration  Fee  of  $75.00 


I Participants  Contact:  M Sponsors  Contact: 

Off.  Steve  Lee  I Off.  Walt  Miranda 

Sfpdmotorcycies@gm35f  .com  ||  waltermiranda444@hotmail.com  J 

415.264,8023  I 650.740.9649 


850  Bryant  Street  San  Francisco,  CA.  94103  (415)  553-1373 
Follow  us  on  Twitter:  @SouthemSFPD 


Captain  Bill  Roualdes 
August  6th,  2014 

Captain’s  Message 

Last  night  Southern  Station  participated  in  National  Night  Out  at 
two  locations,  one  on  Treasure  Island  and  the  other  at  Victoria 
Manalo  Draves  Park.  The  community  and  the  police  department 
were  well  represented  and  everyone  in  attendance  had  a great  time. 
There  were  plenty  of  food  and  raffle  prizes  given  out.  In  a fitting  end 
to  the  night  the  young  man  that  won  the  bike  immediately  stated 
that  he  was  giving  the  bike  to  his  little  brother.  The  look  on  the  little 
brothers  face  was  priceless  as  well  as  all  of  the  thank  yous  he  gave 
to  everyone  involved. 

I want  to  thank  everyone  involved  in  this  event,  especially  my 
Community  Police  Advisory  Board,  Supervisor  Jane  Kim’s  office  and 
staff,  my  staff  and  all  of  our  sponsors  for  a great  event. 

The  police  department  is  working  very  hard  in  solving  the  two 
Homicides  that  occurred  nearly  four  weeks  ago  on  6th  Street.  We 
will  continue  to  work  with  our  community  to  make  our  streets  safer. 

Remember  August  18th  is  the  first  day  of  school,  and  I’m  sure  most 
kids  are  excited  to  go  back.  Please  be  vigilant  whether  you  walking 
or  driving  to  be  safe. 


Significant  Incidences 


Arrest  on  a Significant  Incident 
5th  and  Harrison,  07.29.14 

A suspect  fleeing  via  Muni  bus  was  apprehended  by  Southern  Police  Officers  near  5th  and 
Harrison.  The  man  was  the  prime  suspect  for  a stabbing  incident  that  occurred  on  6th  Street  on 
July  23rd.  A warrant  for  the  person’s  arrest  was  pending  during  the  time  of  the  arrest;  he  was 
positively  identified,  taken  to  County  Jail  and  booked  there. 

Graffiti 

5th  and  Natoma,  07.26.2014 

Officers  were  patrolling  the  neighborhood  when  they  came  across  a man  tagging  the  stop  sign 
with  a lime  green  marker.  They  ordered  the  man  to  stop  and  detained  him  without  incident.  The 
man  was  cited  and  released  at  scene;  however  his  backpack,  containing  cans  of  spray  paint,  was 
booked  as  evidence  at  Southern  Station. 

Person  Breaking  Windows 
1100  Block  of  Howard  St.,  07.25.2014 

Officers  responded  to  a call  regarding  an  unknown  person  throwing  bricks  at  a building’s 
window.  A citizen  and  a Captain  of  Police  happen  to  be  in  the  area  at  the  time  and  were  both 
able  to  give  a great  description  of  the  vandal  that  led  to  his  arrest. 

The  witnesses  related  that  the  vandal  had  a cinder  block  on  each  hand  and  appeared  frustrated 
that  he  couldn’t  break  the  cinder  blocks  on  the  pavement.  The  man  tried  multiple  times  to  do  so 
and  after  unsuccessful  events,  decided  to  throw  the  blocks  against  the  building  in  front  of  him 
resulting  in  two  broken  windows. 

During  his  arrest,  the  vandal  was  uncooperative  and  would  not  stop  screaming.  The  Officers 
called  an  ambulance  and  transported  him  to  a Psychiatric  Services  Facility  to  treat  his  altered 
mental  status. 

Vandalism  to  a Vehicle 
850  Bryant  St,  07.30.2014 

A man  decided  to  punch  the  driver  side  mirror  of  car  parked  in  front  of  the  Hall  of  Justice. 
While  doing  so,  he  did  not  realize  that  he  was  in  full  view  of  a Police  Sergeant.  He  was 
identified  thru  his  prior  mug  shot,  cited  for  a misdemeanor  and  released  on  scene. 


Auto  Boost 

Folsom  and  Moss,  08.02.2014 

While  out  on  patrol,  two  Officers  witnessed  two  men  in  dark  clothing  sprinting  away  from  a 
parked  vehicle.  Suspecting  they  may  be  involved  in  a recent  auto  break-in,  the  Officers  pursued 
the  two  men;  they  eventually  lost  one  of  them  but  were  able  to  detain  one  of  the  men.  The  man 
being  detained  was  given  a pat  down  which  yielded  a knife.  He  was  trying  to  resist  the  Officers 
by  this  point  so  they  had  to  handcuff  him  and  sit  him  on  the  sidewalk  while  they  canvass  the 
area.  The  Officers  found  a truck  with  a broken  window  and  its  contents  strewn  about  it. 
Meanwhile,  the  man  detained  on  the  sidewalk  would  not  give  the  Officers  a consistent  name  to 
identify  himself  with;  neither  does  he  have  an  ID  on  his  person.  The  Officers  brought  him  back 
to  Southern  Station  where  his  actual  name  was  identified,  being  a person  with  prior  offenses. 

Theft 

United  Nations  Plaza,  07.19.2014 

An  Officer  on  a bicycle  patrolling  the  area  observed  a woman  showing  of  an  Ipad  to  two  people 
on  the  street.  As  this  area  of  Market  Street  is  a known  place  to  traffic  in  stolen  goods,  the 
Officer  immediately  became  suspicious  and  approached  her.  The  woman  with  the  Ipad 
immediately  stored  the  item  in  her  handbag  which  made  the  situation  a lot  more  suspicious.  The 
Officer  conducted  his  interview  with  the  woman  and  was  told  that  the  Ipad  belongs  to  the 
woman’s  father  and  that  she  was  trying  to  sell  it  for  rent  money.  The  Officer  informed  her  that 
she  could  not  peddle  without  permit  in  the  said  area  and  that  she  is  in  violation  of  that  law. 

After  procuring  her  name,  the  Officer  ran  a records  check  for  her  and  found  her  to  be  on 
probation  for  burglary  and  had  a search  condition  attached  to  her  name.  This  allowed  the 
Officer  to  search  the  contents  of  her  bag  and  the  Ipad,  in  doing  so,  he  found  a name  of  the 
possible  owner  of  the  Ipad  and  found  contact  information  for  that  person.  The  Ipad  was 
supposed  to  be  in  the  owner’s  vehicle  that  was  parked  at  Golden  Gate  at  the  time.  The  owner  of 
the  Ipad  agreed  to  look  at  her  vehicle  and  call  the  Officer  back  to  let  him  know  if  the  item  was 
indeed  stolen. 

The  Officer  continued  his  search  of  the  handbag  which  yielded  a camera  and  a large  amount  of 
men’s  clothing.  The  owner  of  the  Ipad  called  the  Officer  back  and  confirmed  that  the  Ipad  has 
been  stolen  from  her  vehicle  along  with  the  camera  and  her  husband’s  clothing. 

The  suspect  was  arrested,  taken  to  Southern  station  and  booked. 

Threats,  Robbery  and  Battery 
800  Block  of  Market  St,  07.19.14 

Officers  responded  to  a 91 1 call  and  met  with  the  witness  and  victim,  both  male.  One  the  victim 
was  so  visibly  shaken  that  when  asked  who  the  current  president  was,  he  answered  “Reagan”. 
The  Officers  decide  to  call  for  an  ambulance  so  that  the  victim  could  get  treatment. 


The  witness  relayed  the  story  to  the  Officers.  He  stated  that  they  were  waiting  for  the  bus  when 
a male  approached  the  victim  and  started  harassing  the  man  for  his  bike.  The  suspect  started 
threatening  the  victim  and  made  it  seem  like  he  was  going  for  a gun  in  his  waistband.  The 
suspect  then  grabbed  the  victim’s  bike  and  carried  it  away  (the  front  wheel  was  locked  so  the 
suspect  couldn’t  use  it).  The  victim  chased  the  suspect  and  was  able  to  recover  his  bike.  He  then 
went  back  to  the  bus  stop  with  his  bike. 

The  suspect  came  back  5 minutes  later  and  started  arguing  with  victim,  so  the  victim  unlocked 
his  bike  and  started  to  ride  away  from  the  suspect.  The  suspect  chased  the  victim  and  forced 
him  off  the  bike.  The  suspect  battered  the  victim  and  damaged  his  dentures  in  the  process,  then 
suspect  rode  off  with  the  bike. 

The  suspect  was  later  apprehended  and  booked  at  the  station,  having  been  identified  by  the 
witness.  The  Victim  was  taken  to  the  hospital  because  he  is  suffering  from  a bleed  in  his  brain 
and  a fractured  right  hand. 


LQDrtysmart 

Before  leaving 


Lock  any  items,  bags,  or  packages 
in  your  trunk  before  reaching  your 
destination. 

Remove,  or  hide  from  sight,  small 
items  of  value: 

(Phone,  charging  cords,  camera, 
GPS,  money,  etc,) 

The  best  way  to  prevent  a break  - in 
is  to  leave  your  vehide  looking 
empty. 

Always  lock  your  vehide,  close 
windows  and  sunroof. 

Do  not  hide  spare  keys  in  your 
vehicle,  always  take  your  garage 
opener  with  you. 

f H 

TVTTTr.-rf-poIice.org  TV-tvTV.sisafe.org 

415  553  1984 


your  vehicle: 


XOX-T^fTRGIEXeY 
IXF  ORMAT1QS 
For  nan-emergency  police: 
415-553-0123 

nXT  FvF  REPORTING 

Citizens  can  access  file 
service  via  the  SFFE 
website  at 

TVTVTV.sf-p  olice.Qrg 

Select  the  Online  Reporting 
Icon. 

Citizens  can  make  reports 
for  Harassing  Telephone 
Calls,  Auto  Burglary. 
Graffiti,  VandaEsm,  Lost 
Property  and  The®. 

Additional  types  of  report: 
may  be  added  to  the  system, 

FIRE 

POLICE 

MEDICAL 

EMERGENCY 

DIAL 

9-1-1 


SOUTHERN  STATION  RESOURCE  LIST 

EMERGENCY 

911 

Non-Emergency 

553-0123 

SFPD  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

575.4444 

SF  Customer  Service  Center 

311 

Southern  Station 

553-1373 

Southern  Station  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

552-4901 

Web  (For  Crime  Stats,  Internet  reports,  etc.) 

www.sfgov.ore/police 

Southern  Station  email 

sfnd.southem. stationfa)sfgov.org 

Southern  Station  Twitter 

@Southemsfpd 

Captain  William  Roualdes 

william.roualdesfalsfgov.org 

Lieutenant  Arran  Pera  (Station  Investigations) 

Arran.Pera@sfgov.org 

Day  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 
Lieutenant  Chuck  Limbert 
Lieutenant  Steve  Mannina 

553-1373 

charles.limbertfSsfgov.org 

steven.manninafSsfgov.org 

Swing  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 
Lieutenant  Dave  Falzon 

553-1373 

dave.faIzonfSsfgov.org 

Market  Street  Foot  Beats 

Lieutenant  Scott  Heidohrn 

Sergeant  Brian  Oliver  and  Sergeant  Ron  Liberta 

553-1373 

scott.heidohmfSsfeov.org 
brian.oliverfSsfgov.org,  ronald.liberta@sfgov.org 

Southern  Plainclothes  Unit 
Sergeant  Darren  Nocetti 

darren.nocettifSsfgov.org 

Graffiti  Abatement 

278-9454 

Graffiti  Fax 

278-9456 

Southern  Station  Events 
Sergeant  John  Conway 

553-9191 

i ohn.conwavfSsfgov.org 

Southern  Station  Permits  7 Code  Abatement 
Officer  Simon  Chan 

553-9192 

simon.chan@sfgov.org 

Southern  Station-  District  Attorney 
Frank  Carrubba 

553-1252 

Frank.carmbba@sfgov.org 

Deputy  City  Attorney  - Southern  District 
Jennifer  Choi 

554-3887 

j ennifer.choi@sfgov.org 

DPW 

695-2020  Dispatch  (24hrs) 

Dept.  Parking  & Traffic 

553-1943 

Quality  of  Life  Liaison/Homeless  Outreach 

553-1373  Officers  Miolanen,  Reyes  and  Toney 

DPH  Air,  Sound  and  Radiation  Program 

415/252-3800 

(Noise  Control  Officer)  415/252-3911 

Entertainment  Commission 

www.sfgov.org/entertainment/415-554-6678 

SF  SAFE 

553-1984  Allison  Burke 

www.sfsafe.ore 

SF  Homeless  Outreach  Team  (24  hour  dispatch) 

734-4233 

A Message  from  SF  SAFE: 


Watch  streets  become  communities,  and  neighbors  become  friends.  Watch  crime  go  down,  as 
security  goes  up.  Watch  police  become  partners  as  you  join  with  them  in  making  your 
neighborhood  a better  place  to  live. 

Start  a Neighborhood  Watch  on  your  block  and  see  all  these  things  happen! 

SF  SAFE  (Safety  Awareness  for  Everyone)  will  give  you  the  knowledge  and  tools  to  create  a 
stronger,  more  cohesive  and  resilient  community,  and  teach  you  how  to  be  prepared  and 
empowered  at  work,  on  the  streets  or  sidewalks  and  in  your  home. 


Contact  SF  SAFE  at  415-553-1984  or  learn  more  at  www.sfsafe.org 


A Message  from  Community  Boards 

Are  you  having  difficulty  with  someone?  A loud  neighbor?  Disrespectful 
roommate?  Unresponsive  landlord?  Community  Boards’  Neighborhood 
Mediation  Program  can  assist  you  with  quality  of  life  issues  (noise,  parking, 
pets,  graffiti,  maintenance,  etc)  or  relationship  conflicts  (family  members, 
roommates,  landlords,  neighbors,  etc). 

A mediation  is  a confidential  and  voluntary  meeting  where  people  discuss 
difficulties  they  are  having  with  each  other  assisted  by  impartial  third-parties, 
our  mediators.  Our  mediators  are  trained  to  help  people  come  up  with 
workable  and  lasting  solutions.  They  don’t  give  advice  or  make  judgments.  The  goal  is  to  help 
everyone  feel  heard,  understood  and  respected. 

We  offer  our  services  in  English,  Spanish,  Mandarin  and  Cantonese  at  low-  to  no-cost.  No  one  is 
turned  away  for  lack  of  funds.  Contact  Community  Boards  at  (41 5)  920-3820  xl  00  or  learn  more  at 
www.communityboards.org. 

New  Program  from  SF  SAFE 

www,  safebikes.  or  2 

SF  SAFE,  in  partnership  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  launched  a 
new  program  called  SAFE  Bikes.  This  is  a no  cost  bicycle  registry  program  administered  by 
San  Francisco  SAFE.  Anyone  can  register  their  bicycle  by  going  to  www.safebikes.org  and 
clicking  on  the  registration  icon.  SAFE  in  collaboration  with  the  San  Francisco  Bicycle 
Coalition,  and  several  local  businesses  are  undertaking  a citywide  educational  campaign  to 
teach  people  how  to  protect  themselves  against  bike  theft/burglary  by  recommending  locking 
strategies  and  suggesting  theft  prevention  tips. 

The  registration  portion  of  SAFE  Bikes  is  just  beginning  and  can  be  a useful  tool  down  the  road 
if  people  register  their  bicycle.  A Police  Officer  will  be  able  to  identify  a registered  bicycle  on 
the  street  by  the  metallic  sticker  specifically  made  for  this  bicycle  registration  program.  Each 
person  receives  a sticker  when  they  register  their  bicycle.  I encourage  everyone  to  go  to 
www.safebikes.org  and  utilize  this  free  service  offered. 


311  Customer  Service  Center: 


What  is  3117311  is  a toll  free,  NON-EMERGENCY  phone  number  that  the  public  can  call  to  access 
information  about  government  services.  A live  customer  service  representative  will  be  available  24  hours  a day, 
seven  days  a week,  and  365  days  a year.  The  service  is  available  to  both  wired  and  wireless  customers.  Wireless 
customers  should  call  (415)  701-2311.  311  employees  will  be  able  to  provide  translations  services  in  more  than 
145  languages  and  dialects  and  will  employ  a diverse  staff  of  customer  service  representatives.  Additionally, 

311  are  set  up  to  accept  calls  from  the  hearing  impaired  by  utilizing  a TTY  System. 

*311  will  also  take  police  reports  if  you  DO  NOT  have  any  suspect  description  and  the  crime  is  not  in  progress. 
After  meeting  these  conditions  these  are  the  reports  3 1 1 will  take:  Harassing  phone  calls,  vehicle  break  in, 
vehicle  tampering,  lost  property,  theft,  and  vandalism/graffiti  reports. 

COMMUNITY  INVOLVEMENT  OPPORTUNITIES 


SFPD  ALER  T Program 


Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT) 

The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  developed  a volunteer  citizen  disaster  preparedness  program.  The 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT)  will  recruit,  train,  credential,  and  uniform  volunteers  to 
assist  law  enforcement  in  the  event  of  a natural  or  manmade  disaster.  Volunteers  must  be  at  least  16  years  of 
age  and  live,  work,  or  attend  high  school  in  San  Francisco.  For  a comprehensive  overview  of  the  ALERT 
program,  please  visit  our  webpage  at  www.sanfranciscopolice.org/alert 

SF  NERT  Program 

The  San  Francisco  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  is  free 
training  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  in  how  to  help  yourself  and  your 
neighbors  prepare  for  and  respond  to  a disaster  by  working  together.  The  20-hour 
training  includes  personal  preparedness,  light  search  and  rescue,  disaster  medicine, 
shutting  off  your  utilities,  and  how  to  participate  as  a member  of  a neighborhood 
response  team.  NERT  also  offers  continuing  training  for  graduates  and  activities  that 
support  building  robust  neighborhood  teams.  For  more  information,  visit  the  NERT 
website  at  http ://s faov.org/sffdnert , or  contact  Lt.  Erica  Arteseros  at  (415)  970-2022 
or  sffdnert(o)sfaov.  ora. 


Community  Resources/Information 

> South  of  Market  neighborhood  preparedness:  http://southbeachsafetv.com/ 


SAN  FRANCISCO  FIRE  DEPARTMENT  offers  FREE  Neighborhood 
Emergency  Response  Team  Training 

9j  The  goal  of  this  program  is  to  help  the  citizens  of  San  Francis co  to  be  self  sufficient  in 
“ nation  by  developing  multi-functional  teams,  cjoss  tr 
individuals  will  learn  how  to  help  themselves  and  their  loved  o< 


Subject  to  change;  check  the  NEKT  website  for  the  most  current  schedule.  Register  o 
htto  ://sffdnert.eventbrite.cam/  or  call  (415)970-2024 


Bernal  Heights 

St  Kevin  Church,  O'Hailey  Hall 
702  Cortland  Ave 
Tuesdays,  6:30pm 
June  10:  Class  1 
June  17:  Class  2 
June  24:  Class  3 
July  1:  Class- 4 
July  B:  Class  5 
July  15:  Class  6 

Nob  Hill 

St  Francis  Memorial  Hasp. 

900  Hyde  Street 

Ttsjrsdays,  630pm 
June  19:  Cl  tea  1 
June  26:  Class  2 
July  3:  Class  3 
July  10  : Class  4 
July  17:  Class  5 
July  24:  Class  6 

Potrero  HID 
St  Teresa’s  Church 
19th  Stand  Connecticut  St 

July  16:  Class  1 
July  23:  Class  2 
July  30:  Class  3 
August  6:  Class  4 
August  13:  Class  5 
August  20:  Class  6 

More  chases  are  added  to  the  website 
as  they  are  confirmed 


Full  NEKT  Training  Course  Outline: 
Class  Session  #1_ 

Earthquake  Awareness.  Preparedness, 
and  Hazard  Mitigation 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  £2_ 

Types  of  Fire,  Hazardous  Materials, 
Utilities  Shut-offs, 

Terrorism  Awareness 
3.5hrs 

Class  Session  #3_ 

Disaster  Medicine 
3 hrs 

Class  Session  #4_ 

Light  Search  and  Rescue 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  # 5_. 
Emergency  Team  Organization, 
Disaster  Psychology 
3 hrs 

Class  Session  # 6_. 

Hands-On  Application,  Course  review, 
and  graduation 
3.5hrs 

'Note:  It  is  important  for  particspan  ts 
to  attend  aS  sessions  in  order  to  gain 
the  full  scope  and  ben^k  of  the  train- 
ing. New  students  may  not  join  after 
session  2 afthe  six-week  doss  or  an  day 
2 of  the  intensive  and  3-day  sessions. 
Make-ups  may  be  approved. 

A certificate  may  be  issued. 


t 
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| Police  Motorcycle  Skills  | 
Competition 

Saturday,  September  6,  2014 

8:00am  - 5:00pm 

- Piers  30  & 32  - 

599  The  Embarcadero,  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Police  Competitors  Registration  Fee  of  $75.00 


Participants  Contact: 

Sponsors  Contact: 

Off,  Steve  Lee 

Off.  Walt  Miranda 

Sfpdmotorcycles(g>gmail,com  1 

waltermiranda444@hotmail.com 

415.264.S023 

650.740.9649 

I 


850  Bryant  Street  San  Francisco,  CA.  94103  (415)  553-1373 


Captain  Bill  Roualdes 
August  20th,  2014 

Captain?s  Message 

It  seems  that  we  were  just  talking  about  summer  being  upon  us  and 
now  it  is  back  to  school.  Please  remember  that  the  children  will 
have  a lot  on  their  minds  and  may  not  be  paying  attention  when 
crossing  the  street,  please  drive  safely. 

Southern  Station  welcomed  two  new  Lieutenants  to  the  station 
within  the  last  couple  of  weeks.  Lt.  Laura  Knight  takes  over  a night 
watch  spot  vacated  by  Lt  Teresa  Gracie  who  was  promoted  to  the 
Rank  of  Captain  and  Lt.  Arran  Pera  was  newly  appointed  to 
Lieutenant  and  takes  the  place  of  Lt  Greg  Kane  in  the  Station 
Investigation  Unit.  Lt.  Kane  moved  on  to  Northern  Station. 

My  next  Community  Meeting  will  be  held  tonight  at  Monarch  San 
Francisco  at  101-6th  Street,  at  06:30.  Please  stop  by. 


Follow  us  on  Twitter:  @SouthernSFPD 


Significant  Incidences 


Arson,  Vandalism  and  Resisting  Arrest 
1300  Block  of  Mission  St,  08.07.2014 

Officer  responded  to  a call  where  the  person  calling  911  had  his  apartment  windows  broken. 
The  man  who  called  911  called  again  soon  after  and  said  that  he  is  going  to  break  all  the 
windows  in  his  apartment  until  the  police  responds  to  his  call. 

The  police  have  already  responded  to  that  particular  address  twice  before  that  night.  One  on  the 
report  that  the  91 1 caller’s  son  was  kidnapped  and  second  that  there  was  a “fake”  parole  officer 
after  him  in  the  lobby.  He  was  behaving  erratically  on  all  calls  but  did  not  merit  a mental  health 
detention. 

During  the  police’s  third  visit  he  wanted  them  to  show  their  I.D’s  so  that  he  can  verify  that  they 
are  real  officers.  The  caller  then  started  yelling  unintelligible  words  through  the  door  and  would 
not  let  the  officers  in.  While  attempting  to  reach  the  caller,  dispatch  notified  the  Officers  that 
the  caller  just  called  to  ask  for  an  ambulance  because  he  was  bleeding.  The  man  still  refused  to 
let  the  Officers  in,  two  more  Officers  have  already  arrived  on  scene  and  are  trying  to  come  up 
with  a plan  to  breach  the  door.  Another  two  more  officers  responded  to  the  address  because  it 
appears  that  the  man  in  the  apartment  has  been  throwing  glass  bottles  out  of  his  window  and 
stated  to  dispatch  that  he  has  a gun  and  would  use  it  against  the  police.  At  this  point,  this  was 
determined  to  be  a critical  incident  and  the  building  was  evacuated  as  well  as  the  sidewalk. 

Two  hours  later,  the  man  opened  his  door  and  was  taken  into  custody,  a knife  was  seized  from 
his  person,  a replica  of  a semi-automatic  hand  gun  was  found  on  the  floor.  There  was  also  a 
small  fire  burning  inside  the  room.  Most  of  the  windows  to  the  apartment  were  also  found 
broken.  The  Officers  also  retrieved  various  items  from  the  sidewalk  that  the  man  threw  out  of 
his  window,  one  of  them  a bag  of  tools. 

The  man  had  lacerations  on  his  arm  and  was  turned  over  to  the  medics  for  treatment;  the  man 
then  began  resisting  the  medics.  He  was  eventually  transported  to  SFGH. 


Heroin  and  Traffic  Arrest 
1000  Block  of  Market  and  6th  St.  08.07.2014 

The  Market  St  Foot  Beat  Officers  were  on  patrol  when  they  observed  a man  riding  a bike  on  the 
sidewalk.  The  man  on  the  bike  had  a backpack  on  and  gloves  covering  his  hands.  He  also  had, 
hanging  off  his  backpack,  a set  of  mountain  bike  wheels  and  a set  of  BMX  wheels.  The  Officers 
decided  to  conduct  a traffic  stop  and  detained  the  man.  The  man  was  not  able  to  provide  any 
form  of  identification  during  the  stop.  The  Officer  asked  if  he  could  search  the  bag  and  the  man 
said  yes,  but  to  watch  out  because  he  has  needles  in  it.  Numerous  tools  that  can  be  used  for 


boosting  bikes  were  found  inside  the  bag,  marijuana  was  also  found  and  the  man  did  not  have  a 
medical  card  for  it.  Further  search  of  the  bag’s  contents  yielded  liquid  heroin,  as  well. 

The  man  was  placed  under  arrest  and  taken  to  Southern  Station.  The  Officers  contacted  TREK 
corporate  to  locate  the  owner  of  the  bike.  Unfortunately  the  serial  number  has  been  taken  off  the 
bike  and  no  owner  was  located  that  day. 

Arrest  for  Carrying  a Concealed  Weapon 
6th  and  Folsom  St.,  08.0.2014 

Officers  responded  to  a call  regarding  a man  with  a gun  near  the  SOMA  Gene  Friend  Rec 
Center.  Upon  their  arrival,  they  met  with  the  victim  who  said  that  a man  just  threatened  him 
with  a .22  caliber  gun.  The  victim  said  that  he  arrived  at  the  Rec  Center  on  his  bike  when  the 
man  approached  him  and  pointed  a gun  on  his  face  and  asked  “where’s  my  money?”  The  victim 
says  he  does  not  owe  the  man  money.  The  victim  said  that  he  ran  inside  the  Rec  Center  where 
the  man  with  the  gun  chased  him.  As  he  was  being  chased,  he  saw  the  suspect  secure  the  gun  in 
his  front  right  pant  pocket.  Then  the  victim  and  the  suspect  got  into  a physical  fight,  they  were 
punching  and  wrestling  each  other  when  one  of  the  employees  at  the  center  broke  up  the  fight. 
The  employee  escorted  both  men  off  the  Rec  Center  premises.  The  Victim  stated  that  he  was 
not  injured  and  no  marks  were  visible  on  him.  The  Victim  said  that  he  has  seen  the  suspect 
before  and  that  he  knew  him  through  friends.  He  also  noted  that  his  bike  is  now  missing  from 
the  Rec  Center’s  back  entrance.  The  employee  who  broke  up  the  fight  said  that  when  the 
suspect  fled,  he  did  not  have  the  bike  on  him  so  it  was  someone  else  who  may  have  stolen  the 
bike. 

A man  fitting  the  description  of  the  suspect  was  later  picked  up  on  Columbia  Street.  The  victim 
said  that  the  man  in  custody  was  not  the  man  who  brandished  the  gun  at  him.  The  victim  was 
then  allowed  to  leave  the  scene. 

However,  another  witness  saw  the  suspect  hide  something  in  the  wheel  well  of  the  suspect’s 
car,  the  suspect  also  has  dried  blood  and  wound  on  his  lips.  The  Officers  asked  to  do  a search  of 
the  vehicle,  which  the  suspect  allowed  them  to  do.  The  Officers  found  a baggie  containing 
marijuana  and  prescription  medication.  A handgun  was  also  found  in  the  vehicle. 

The  suspect  was  transported  to  Southern  station  where  he  agreed  to  be  interviewed.  He  said  that 
he  knew  the  victim  and  the  victim  was  threatening  his  family  and  the  victim  told  him  that  he 
knows  where  he  lives  and  where  his  dad  works  and  that  he  brought  the  gun  to  protect  his 
family.  He  says  he  bought  the  gun  that  day  at  Market  and  Powell  and  he  does  not  know  if  it  was 
stolen.  He  has  no  intentions  of  using  it  and  he  was  only  going  to  use  it  to  scare  the  victim. 

He  was  booked  at  County  Jail. 


Possession  of  a firearm  by  a Prohibited  Person 
850  Bryant  St,  07.30.2014 

While  working  plainclothes  duty,  an  Officer  spotted  a man  with  prior  brushes  with  the  law, 
approaching  him.  The  man  started  changing  his  demeanor  as  soon  as  he  saw  the  Officer,  he 
stopped  and  seemed  to  ponder  something  and  then  started  walking  again.  The  Officer  decided  to 
stop  the  man  to  see  why  he  is  hesitant  to  pass  by  him.  The  man  would  not  stop,  however,  even 
when  commanded  to  do  so.  The  Officer  conducted  a probation  search  and  located  a handgun  on 
the  man’s  waistband. 

He  was  booked  at  Southern  station. 

Auto  Boost 

Minna  & Julia  St.  08.09.2014 

A man  called  911  after  observing,  from  his  apartment  window  that  looks  over  Minna  St,  three 
suspects  looking  into  eveiy  window  of  eveiy  car  parked  in  the  area.  The  911  caller  gave  a good 
description  of  the  suspects  and  these  descriptions  were  dispatched  to  the  Officers  near  the  area. 
The  911  caller  added  that  a man  started  parking  his  vehicle  near  the  north  curb  of  Minna,  the 
suspects  were  eyeing  the  car  being  parked  and  one  of  the  suspects  said  “5  minutes”.  After  the 
man  who  parked  left,  one  of  the  suspects  punched  in  the  front  passenger  window  of  the  car,  the 
911  caller  yelled  at  the  suspects  to  prevent  them  from  creating  anymore  damage  to  the  vehicle. 

The  suspects  fled  the  scene,  but  with  their  description  broadcasted  to  the  Officers  out  on  Patrol, 
one  of  them  was  picked  up  at  Turk  Street.  He  was  detained,  and  ID  check  yielded  a federal 
probation  for  firearms  and  an  active  warrant. 

He  was  arrested,  a 6 inch  metal  pipe  was  found  in  his  backpack,  and  the  911  caller  positively 
identified  him  as  one  of  the  auto-boosters. 

He  was  booked  into  County  Jail. 

Loitering  While  Carrying  a Concealed  Weapon 
Folsom  St/Parking  lot,  08.08.2014 

A 91 1 caller  observed  a man  walking  around  a parking  lot  at  Folsom  street  with  a knife  in  his 
hand.  The  caller  gave  a full  description  of  the  man  to  the  dispatcher  which  was  broadcasted  to 
Officers  out  on  Patrol.  The  man  was  later  located  by  the  Officers  at  the  comer  of  Fremont  and 
Howard  St.  He  ignored  all  verbal  commands  issued  by  the  Officers  and  would  not  comply  when 
told  to  get  on  the  ground.  Two  Officers  grabbed  him  by  the  arm  and  succeeded  in  handcuffing 
him,  they  were  able  to  locate  a silver  knife  on  the  man’s  rear  waistband.  The  Officer  seized  it  as 
evidence.  Further  search  of  the  man’s  person  yielded  marijuana,  two  glass  pipes  and  a bag 
containing  methamphetamine. 


The  man  was  booked  into  County  Jail. 


Possession  of  Narcotics  and  Parole  Violation 
9th  and  Mission,  08.08.2014 

A Sgt.  and  an  Officer  were  working  patrol  when  they  observed  a man  hunched  over  and 
stumbling  as  he  was  walking  towards  the  comer  of  9th  and  Mission.  He  was  using  the  front  glass 
portion  of  a donut  shop  to  hold  his  weight  up.  Due  to  the  area  being  known  for  drug  use,  and  the 
man’s  behavior  being  suspect,  the  Sgt.  and  the  Officer  turned  the  vehicle  around  and 
approached  the  man. 

The  man  told  the  officers  that  he  just  got  out  of  jail  two  days  ago  and  had  just  finished  drinking. 
He  was  on  parole  for  selling  Narcotics.  The  Officers  asked  if  he  needed  medical  attention  but 
the  man  refused.  He  was  also  asked  if  he  had  anything  illegal  on  his  person  and  the  man 
admitted  to  having  two  crack  pipes  on  his  person. 

The  man  was  searched,  the  crack  pipes  located  and  he  was  placed  under  arrest  and  again  taken 
to  County  Jail  for  booking. 


ALERT  Program  Coordinator 

San  Francisco  Police  Department 

Training  Division 

350  Amber  Drive 

San  Francisco,  Ca  94131 

(41  5)-40 1-461  5 

sfpdalert@sfgov.org 

www.SanFranciscoPolice.org/alert 


SAN  FRANCISCO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 


Auxiliary 

Law 


Enforcement 


Response 

Team 

Are  you  someone  who  is 
interested  in  disaster 
preparedness  and  wants  to  help 
out  your  community  while 
working  hand  in  hand  with  law 
enforcement0  Then  the 
ALERT  program  is  for  you! 


Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team 

(ALERT) 


The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  developed  a 
volunteer  citizen  disaster  preparedness  program.  The 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT)  is 
modeled  after  and  works  in  partnership  with  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department's  Neighborhood  Emergency 
Response  Team  (NERT).  The  ALERT  program  will  train 
members  of  the  publicto  assist  law  enforcement  in  essen- 
tial tasks  after  a major  disaster.  Such  tasks  may  indude: 
traffic  control,  foot  patrol  of  business  and  residential  ar- 
eas, and  reporting  criminal  activity.  Volunteers  must  be  at 
least  16  years  of  age  and  live,  work,  or  attend  high  School 
in  San  Frandsco. 

Three  steps  to  becoming  an 
ALERT  volunteer: 

L Complete  NERT  training  and  receive  certification.  To 
register  for  NERT  training  courses  please  visit 
www.s1gov.org/sfnert 

2.  Once  N ERT  certified,  forward  a copy  of  your  NERT  ID 
card  to  the  ALERT  program,  sfpdalert@sfgov.org 

3.  After  clearing  a basic  background  check  the  individual 
is  eligible  to  register  for  ALERT  training. 


Important  Dates: 

To  view  upcoming  dates  of 
training  classes,  training  drills, 
and  informational  meetings, 
please  visit  our  webpage,  at 
www.sanfranciscopolice.org 
/alert 


tecrtysmart 

Before  leaving 


Lock  any  items,  bags,  or  packages 
in  your  trunk  before  reaching  your 
destination. 

Remove,  or  hide  from  sight,  small 
items  of  value: 

(Phone,  charging  cords,  camera, 

GPS,  money,  etc,) 

The  best  way  to  prevent  a break  - in 
is  to  leave  your  vehicle  looking 
empty. 

Always  lock  your  vehicle,  close 
windows  and  sunroof. 

Do  not  hide  spare  keys  in  your 
vehicle,  always  take  your  garage 
opener  with  you 


your  vehicle: 


\OX-F\fTRGI\CY 
XNTORMATIOS 
For  non-emereeney  police: 
415-553-0123 

OSUXE  REPORTING 

Citizens  can  access  the 
service  via  the  SFPD 
website  at: 

trtrnr.sf-police.Qig 

Select  the  Online  Reporting 
Icon. 

Citizens  can  make  reports 
for  Harassing  Telephone 
Calk.  Auto  Burglary. 
Graffiti  Vandalism.  Losl 
Property  and  Theft. 

Additional  types  of  reports 
may  be  added  to  tbe  system, 

FIRE 

POLICE 

MEDICAL 

EMERGENCY 

DIAL 

9-1-1 


415  553  19  S4 


SOUTHERN  STATION  RESOURCE  LIST 

EMERGENCY 

911 

Non-Emergency 

553-0123 

SFPD  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

575-4444 

SF  Customer  Service  Center 

311 

Southern  Station 

553-1373 

Southern  Station  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

552-4901 

Web  (For  Crime  Stats,  Internet  reports,  etc.) 

www.sfeov.ors/Dolice 

Southern  Station  email 

sfDd.southem.station7Dsfeov.or2 

Southern  Station  Twitter 

@Southemsfpd 

Captain  William  Roualdes 

william.roualdes7Dsfeov.ore 

Lieutenant  Arran  Pera  (Station  Investigations) 

Arran.Pera@sfgov.ore 

Day  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 
Lieutenant  Chuck  Limbert 
Lieutenant  Steve  Mannina 

553-1373 

charles.limbert7Dsfeov.ore 
steven.mannina7Dsfeo  v.  ore 

Swing  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 
Lieutenant  Dave  Falzon 

553-1373 

dave.falzon7Dsfeov.ore 

Market  Street  Foot  Beats 

Lieutenant  Scott  Heidohrn 

Sergeant  Brian  Oliver  and  Sergeant  Ron  Liberta 

553-1373 

scott.heidohm7Dsfeov.ore 
brian.oliver@sfeov.ore,  ronald.liberta@sfgov.org 

Southern  Plainclothes  Unit 
Sergeant  Darren  Nocetti 

darren.nocetti7Dsfeov.ore 

Graffiti  Abatement 

278-9454 

Graffiti  Fax 

278-9456 

Southern  Station  Events 
Sergeant  John  Conway 

553-9191 

i ohn.conwav@sfeov.ore 

Southern  Station  Permits  / Code  Abatement 
Officer  Simon  Chan 

553-9192 

simon.chan@sfgov.org 

Southern  Station-  District  Attorney 
Frank  Carrubba 

553-1252 

Frank.camibba@sfgov.org 

Deputy  City  Attorney  - Southern  District 
Jennifer  Choi 

554-3887 

iennifer.choi@sfgov.org 

DPW 

695-2020  Dispatch  (24hrs) 

Dept.  Parking  & Traffic 

553-1943 

Quality  of  Life  Liaison/Homeless  Outreach 

553-1373  Officers  Miolanen,  Reyes  and  Toney 

DPH  Air,  Sound  and  Radiation  Program 

415/252-3800 

(Noise  Control  Officer)  415/252-3911 

Entertainment  Commission 

www.sfgov.org/entertainment/4 1 5-554-6678 

SF  SAFE 

553-1984  Allison  Burke 

www.sfsafe.ore 

SF  Homeless  Outreach  Team  (24  hour  dispatch) 

734-4233 

A Message  from  SF  SAFE: 


Watch  streets  become  communities,  and  neighbors  become  friends.  Watch  crime  go  down,  as 
security  goes  up.  Watch  police  become  partners  as  you  join  with  them  in  making  your 
neighborhood  a better  place  to  live. 

Start  a Neighborhood  Watch  on  your  block  and  see  all  these  things  happen! 

SF  SAFE  (Safety  Awareness  for  Everyone)  will  give  you  the  knowledge  and  tools  to  create  a 
stronger,  more  cohesive  and  resilient  community,  and  teach  you  how  to  be  prepared,  and 
empowered  at  work,  on  the  streets  or  sidewalks  and  in  your  home. 


Contact  SF  SAFE  at  415-553-1984  or  learn  more  at  www.sfsafe.org 


A Message  from  Community  Boards 

Are  you  having  difficulty  with  someone?  A loud  neighbor?  Disrespectful 
roommate?  Unresponsive  landlord?  Community  Boards’  Neighborhood 
Mediation  Program  can  assist  you  with  quality  of  life  issues  (noise,  parking, 
pets,  graffiti,  maintenance,  etc)  or  relationship  conflicts  (family  members, 
roommates,  landlords,  neighbors,  etc). 

A mediation  is  a confidential  and  voluntary  meeting  where  people  discuss 
difficulties  they  are  having  with  each  other  assisted  by  impartial  third-parties, 
our  mediators.  Our  mediators  are  trained  to  help  people  come  up  with 
workable  and  lasting  solutions.  They  don’t  give  advice  or  make  judgments.  The  goal  is  to  help 
everyone  feel  heard,  understood  and  respected. 

We  offer  our  services  in  English,  Spanish,  Mandarin  and  Cantonese  at  low-  to  no-cost.  No  one  is 
turned  away  for  lack  of  funds.  Contact  Community  Boards  at  (41 5)  920-3820  xl  00  or  learn  more  at 
www.communityboards.org. 


New  Program  from  SF  SAFE 

www.safebikes.  org 

SF  SAFE,  in  partnership  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  launched  a 
new  program  called  SAFE  Bikes.  This  is  a no  cost  bicycle  registry  program  administered  by 
San  Francisco  SAFE.  Anyone  can  register  their  bicycle  by  going  to  www.safebikes.org  and 
clicking  on  the  registration  icon.  SAFE  in  collaboration  with  the  San  Francisco  Bicycle 
Coalition,  and  several  local  businesses  are  undertaking  a citywide  educational  campaign  to 
teach  people  how  to  protect  themselves  against  bike  theft/burglary  by  recommending  locking 
strategies  and  suggesting  theft  prevention  tips. 

The  registration  portion  of  SAFE  Bikes  is  just  beginning  and  can  be  a useful  tool  down  the  road 
if  people  register  their  bicycle.  A Police  Officer  will  be  able  to  identify  a registered  bicycle  on 
the  street  by  the  metallic  sticker  specifically  made  for  this  bicycle  registration  program.  Each 
person  receives  a sticker  when  they  register  their  bicycle.  I encourage  everyone  to  go  to 
www.safebikes.org  and  utilize  this  free  service  offered. 


311  Customer  Service  Center: 


What  is  3117311  is  a toll  free,  NON-EMERGENCY  phone  number  that  the  public  can  call  to  access 
information  about  government  services.  A live  customer  service  representative  will  be  available  24  hours  a day, 
seven  days  a week,  and  365  days  a year.  The  service  is  available  to  both  wired  and  wireless  customers.  Wireless 
customers  should  call  (415)  701-231 1.  31 1 employees  will  be  able  to  provide  translations  services  in  more  than 
145  languages  and  dialects  and  will  employ  a diverse  staff  of  customer  service  representatives.  Additionally, 

3 1 1 are  set  up  to  accept  calls  from  the  hearing  impaired  by  utilizing  a TTY  System. 

*31 1 will  also  take  police  reports  if  you  DO  NOT  have  any  suspect  description  and  the  crime  is  not  in  progress. 
After  meeting  these  conditions  these  are  the  reports  3 1 1 will  take:  Harassing  phone  calls,  vehicle  break  in, 
vehicle  tampering,  lost  property,  theft,  and  vandalism/graffiti  reports. 

COMMUNITY  INVOL  VEMENT  OPPORTUNITIES 


SFPD  ALERT  Program 


San  Francisco  Police  Department 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT) 

The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  developed  a volunteer  citizen  disaster  preparedness  program.  The 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT)  will  recruit,  train,  credential,  and  uniform  volunteers  to 
assist  law  enforcement  in  the  event  of  a natural  or  manmade  disaster.  Volunteers  must  be  at  least  16  years  of 
age  and  live,  work,  or  attend  high  school  in  San  Francisco.  For  a comprehensive  overview  of  the  ALERT 
program,  please  visit  our  webpage  at  www.sanfranciscopolice.org/alert 

SF  NERT  Program 

The  San  Francisco  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  is  free 
training  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  in  how  to  help  yourself  and  your 
neighbors  prepare  for  and  respond  to  a disaster  by  working  together.  The  20-hour 
training  includes  personal  preparedness,  light  search  and  rescue,  disaster  medicine, 
shutting  off  your  utilities,  and  how  to  participate  as  a member  of  a neighborhood 
response  team.  NERT  also  offers  continuing  training  for  graduates  and  activities  that 
support  building  robust  neighborhood  teams.  For  more  information,  visit  the  NERT 
website  at  http ://st dov.org/sffdnert . or  contact  Lt.  Erica  Arteseros  at  (415)  970-2022 
or  sffdnertdob  sfaov.ora. 

Community  Resources/Information 

> South  of  Market  neighborhood  preparedness:  http://southbeachsafetv.com/ 


SAM  FRANCISCO  FIRE  DEPARTMENT  offers  FREE  Neighborhood 
Emergency  Response  Team  Training 

2 The  goal  of  this  program  is  to  help  the  citizens  of  San  Frandsco  to  be  self  sufficient  in 
m nation  by  developing  multi-fun  ctr  ms  al  teams,  cross  trained  in  basic  emergency  skills.  Through  this  program. 
Individuals  will  learn  how  to  help  themselves  and  their  loved  ones  prepare  for  and  better  respond  in  a disaster. 

The  training  includes  preparedness  training  as  well  as  hands-on  disaster  skills. 

Subject  to  change;  check  the  NERT  website  for  the  most  current  schedule.  Register  on  Eventbrite: 
http://sffrfnertzeventfarrte.cpm/  or  calf  (415)970-2024 


Bernal  Heights 

St  Kevin  Church,  O'Malley  Hall 
702.  Cortland  Aw 
Tuesdays,  6:30pm 
Jims  10:  Class  1 
Jane  17:  Class  2 
June  24:  Class  3 
July  1:  Class  4 
July  8:  Clas5 
July  IS:  Class  6 

Nob  Hilt 

St  Frands  Memorial  Hasp. 

900  Hyde  Street 
Thursdays,  6:30pm 
June  19:  Class  1 
June  26:  Class  2 
July  3:  Class  3 
July  10:  Class  4 
July  17:  Class  5 
July  24:  Class  6 

Potrero  Hill 
St  Teresa's  Church 
J9th  St  and  Connecticut  St 
Wednesdays , 630pm 
July  16:  Class  1 
July  23:  Class  2 
July  30:  Class  3 
August  6:  Class  4 
August  13:  Class  5 
August  20:  Class  6 

More  classes  are  added  to  the  website 
os  they  are  confirmed 


Fidl  NERT  Training  Course  Outline; 
Class  Session  #1_ 

Earthquake  Awareness,  Preparedness, 
and  Hazard  Mitigation 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  £2_ 

Types  of  Fire,  Hazardous  Materials, 
Utilities  Shut-offs, 

Terrorism  Awareness 
3.5hrs 

Class  Session  #3_ 

Disaster  Medicine 
3 hrs 

Class  Session  #4— 

Light  Search  and  Rescue 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  # 5_. 
Emergency  Team  Organization, 
Disaster  Psychology 
3 hrs 

Class  Session  # 6_. 

Hands-On  Application,  Course  review, 
and  graduation 
3.5hrs 

*Note:  It  is  important far  participants 
to  attend  all  sessions  in  order  to  gain 
the  full  scope  and  benefit  of  the  train- 
ing. New  students  may  not  join  after 
session  2 of  the  six-week  doss  or  an  day 
2 of  the  intensive  and  3-day  sessions. 
Make-ups  may  be  approved. 

A certificate  may  be  issued. 


Personal  Readiness  Workshop 
GET  READY! 

5FFD  NERT  and  5F  SAFE  {sfsafe-org]  i 


you  to  have  skills  to  be  prepared  for  Emer- 
gencies big  or  small,  and  know  your  neigh- 
bors to  maximize  resiliency  after  disaster. 

* Risk  Awareness  4 MERE  Overview 

Supplies  block  by  block 

♦ Personal/  w/SAFE 

Family 

Disaster  Plan 


Wednesday  June  4,  2014 
Supervisor  Alalia  Cohen  hosts 
Simnydale  Community  Center 
1654  Sunnydale  Ave 

Wednesday  June  1 1 
Supervisor  Eric  Mar  hosts 
Richmond  Library 
351  9*  Ave  & Clement  St 

6 :00pm Ji :0Opm 


M 


i 


| Police  Motorcycle  Skills  | 
Competition 

Saturday,  September  6, 2014 

8:00am  - 5:00pm 

- Piers  30  & 32  - 

599  The  Embarcadero,  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Police  Competitors  Registration  Fee  of  $75.00 

9 Participants  Contact: 

Off.  Steve  Lee 

I Sfpdmotorcvcles#gmaiLcom  I 

415.264.8023 

Sponsors  Contact: 

Off.  Walt  Miranda 
wi3ltefmiranda444@hotm3if.com  ■ 

650.740.9649 

All  proceeds  to  benefit  www.sfpal.org 


www.SanFranciscoPofice.org/IVlotorcycles 
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by  Carol  Harvey 

Part  One:  The  Sandy  Agee  story 

.Gentile,  soft-spoken  Sandy  Agee  represents  a group  of  African-American  Bayview  Hunters  Point  residents  who  thought  they  escaped  radiation  and  chemicals  that  the  Navy  dumped  at  the  Hunters  Point 
Naval  Shipyard,  turning  it  into  one  of  the  nation's  most  radioactive  EPA  Superfund  sites.  They  discovered  the  Navy  also  carpeted  their  refuge,  Treasure  Island  in  San  Francisco  Bay,  with  radioactive 
buildings  crammed  with  life-threatening  asbestos,  lead  and  toxic  mold  while  burying  radioactive  objects  and  deadly  chemicals  in  its  soil  and  groundwater. 


Sandy  Agee 

Sandy  is  a minister  at  Oakland’s  City  of  Refuge  United  Church  of  Christ,  formerly  located  at  1025  Howard  near  A Woman’s  Place.  As  part  of  her  ministry,  Sandy  carries  toiletries,  food  and  encouragement  to 
mothers,  daughters  and  sisters  caught  in  transition  at  this  San  Francisco  shelter. 

“Working  closely  with  homeless  people  is  a passion,”  she  said.  “I  love  that  Catholic  Charities  and  Community  Housing  Partnership,  two  Treasure  Island  programs,  help  low  income  people,  those  at  risk  for 
being  unhoused  and  formerly  homeless  people.” 

Lately,  she  misses  outreach  nights  that  coincide  with  the  Navy’s  Restoration  Advisory  Board  meetings,  where  she  educates  herself  about  the  Treasure  Island  toxins  possibly  sickening  her  family. 

Sandy  resides  at  a 1200-series  Bayside  Drive  address  around  the  circle  court  from  the  toxic  mold-saturated  dwelling  of  friend  Kathryn  Lundgren,  who  protected  her  family  by  temporarily  moving  herself,  her 
son  and  two  daughters  off-island. 

Sandy’s  son,  Terrell  Jeffries,  is  best  friends  with  Mason  Lundgren,  her  neighbor  Kathryn  Lundgren’s  son.  Mason  and  Terrell  are  attending  the  same  college  athletic  program  before  classes  officially  begin. 

Betrayal 


Like  many  Treasure  Island  residents,  Sandy  was  raised  in  Bayview  Hunters  Point  in  San  Francisco  District  10.  Like  earlier  generations  of  African  Americans  establishing  equity  and  a future  for  their 
children,  her  grandparents  acquired  two  side-by-side  homes. 

To  make  mortgage  payments,  Sandy’s  grandfather  labored  at  Hunters  Point  Shipyard  where  naval  ships  and  submarines  were  built. 


The  asbestos  industry,  U.S.  goverr 
Asbestos  was  used  to  insulate  pipe 


val  officials  were  censured  for  knowingly  exposing  masses  of  people  to  tons  of  life-threatening  asbestos  at  World  War  H shipbuilding  bases  like  Hunters  Point. 
l engines  and  turbines.  “For  every  thousand  workers  about  fourteen  died  of  mesothelioma  and  an  unknown  number  died  from  asbestosis,”  according  to 


The  asbestos  industry,  U.S.  government  and  naval  officials  were  censured  for  knowingly  exposing  masses  of  people  to  tons  of  life-threatening  asbestos  at  World  War  II 
shipbuilding  bases  like  Hunters  Point. 

Sandy  believes  asbestos  exposure  in  the  Hunters  Point  Shipyard  caused  her  grandfather’s  cancer  and  death.  The  Navy  accepted  responsibility  and  paid  compensation.  She  remembers  checks  arriving  in  small 
amounts,  far  less  than  his  family  believes  he  was  owed  for  his  pain  and  suffering. 

Escape  from  asbestos 

Sandy  continued  to  reside  in  her  Bayview  neighborhood.  She  rented  from  a beloved  landlord  a beautiful  four  bedroom,  three  bathroom,  Italian  style  house  with  hardwood  floors  on  Gilman  Street  near 
Candlestick  Park. 


with  that  house  - mainly  the  Italian-style  kitchen.  It  was  fabulous! 


is.  In  the  1950s,  asbestos  was  co 


He  warned  her  that  to  restore  her  heat  he  would  have  to  remove  this  now-outlawed  fibrous  n 
The  inspector  undoubtedly  understood  that  his  work  would  release  into  the  air  tiny  asbestos 
“Asbestos  exposure  becomes  a health  concern  when  high  concentrations  of  asbestos  fibers  a 
Memories  of  her  grandfathers’  death  made  Sandy  fear  that  chronic  exposure  in  a downstairs  bedroom  put  her  daughter  at  risk  from  asbestos: 

“Asbestos  exposure  becomes  a health  concern  when  high  concentrations  of  asbestos  fibers  are  inhaled 


“You  need  to  get  your  landlord  over  here  and  tell  him,  right  away,”  he  ordered 
s which,  if  inhaled,  could  lead  to  the  fatal  lung  disease,  asbestosis. 

A over  a long  time  period,”  Ask.com  explains. 

mesothelioma  (lung  cancer). 

long  time  period,”  Ask.com  explains. 


:orded.  How 


San  Francisco  Bay  View  » Hunters  Point  to  Treasure  Island:  From  th...  http://sfbayview.com/2014/07/hunters-point-to-treasure-island-fi-omi 


Urban  removal 

Like  a mama  lion  fighting  all  odds  to  protect  her  cubs  from  inescapable  health  risks,  Sandy  searched  out  cost-saving  ways  to  get  free  of  this  asbestos-laden  home.  Hearing  that  utility-included  rentals  were 
available  on  Treasure  Island,  she  was  excited  by  the  savings.  She  would  give  up  a room  but  avoid  the  electricity,  water  and  garbage  bills  she  was  incurring  in  Bayview  Hunters  Point. 

Through  complicated  relocation  arrangements,  she  succeeded  in  rescuing  her  family.  Or  so  she  thought. 

Another  Treasure  Island  neighbor,  Damian  R.  Ochoa,  who  experienced  toxic  mold  infestations  in  two  island  homes,  in  a San  Francisco  Bay  View  newspaper  interview  published  June  8, 2014,  testified  that 
Dan  Stone,  John  Stewart  Villages  property  manager,  told  him,  “All  the  units  were  done  after  a model,  and  they  were  all  constructed  in  the  state  of  Virginia”  in  the  late  ‘60s,  early  ‘70s. 

To  her  horror,  Sandy  discovered  that  asbestos,  the  insulation  from  which  she  had  fled,  was  standard  in  the  walls  of  Treasure  Island’s  1960s-‘70s  military-style  homes. 

To  her  horror,  Sandy  discovered  that  asbestos,  the  insulation  from  which  she  had  fled,  was  standard  in  the  walls  of  Treasure  Island’s  1960s-‘70s  military-style  homes. 

Almost  as  bad,  she  had  moved  her  family  into  a structure  whose  walls  were  most  likely  filled  with  the  toxic  molds  that  ran  rampant  on  a water-saturated  island.  • 

Radioactivity  rumors 

Then  she  heard  rumors  that  the  Navy,  as  part  of  1 950s-‘60s  nuclear  warfare  research,  had  contaminated  island  soil  and  buildings  with  radioactive  and  chemical  agents. 

“To  be  perfectly  honest.”  she  told  me.  “I  started  hearing  about  it,  but  I really  never  paid  attention  because  I heard  so  many  people  saying,  ‘Oh,  there’s  nothing  wrong.  They’re  just  saying  that.’” 

She  told  me,  “(The  Navy)  keeps  saying,  ‘It’s  safe.’” 

toxic  chemicals. 

“Oh  My  God!”  she  thought,  “We’re  on  a contaminated  island!” 

“Oh  My  God!”  she  thought,  “We’re  on  a contaminated  island!” 

Sandy  had  won  the  “Toxic  Trifecta”:  asbestos,  mold  and  radioactive  material. 

Carol  Harvey  is  a San  Francisco  political  journalist  specializing  in  human  rights  and  civil  rights.  She  can  be  reached  at  carolharvevsFdvahoo.com.  Read  Part  Two  soon  afsfbawiew.com. 
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Sandy  Agee  thought  she  was  protecting  her  children  by  moving  them  out  of  a San  Francisco  Bayview  Hunters  Point  house  insulated  with  toxic  asbestos.  She  relocated  her  family  to  a nice  community  on 
the  soil  and  the  water.  Sandy  realized,  “Oh  my  God!  We’re  on  a contaminated  island!” 
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DANVILLE  — It  was  a different  time  when  the  entire  family,  decked  out  in  their  Sunday  best, 
would  hop  into  the  car  to  make  the  trek  to  the  world's  fair  on  the  newly  created  Treasure  Island. 


That's  exactly  how  Alamo  resident  Claudia  Nemir  remembers  the  full  year  that  the  Golden  Gate 
International  Exposition  graced  the  shores  of  that  man-made  island,  from  February  1939  to 
September  1940. 


aiscoverea-at-siiicon-vanev- 
construction?source=most  viewed! 
( ♦ 21  from  the  previous  hour) 


"We'd  go  to  the  fair  often,”  Nemir,  79,  recalled.  "My  grandmother  would  call  Sunday  morning  after 
church  and  say,  'Let's  go  to  the  fair  this  afternoon.'  And  we'd  go  to  the  fair.  We'd  go  for  two  or  three 
hours  and  come  home.  There  was  lots  of  entertainment  going  on  at  the  fair." 

Nemir's  recollections  help  bring  to  life  the  Museum  of  San  Ramon  Valley's  Pageant  of  the  Pacific 
exhibition  celebrating  the  75th  anniversary  of  the  Treasure  Island  World’s  Fair,  as  many  called  it. 
The  museum  also  has  a Totally  Trains  model  train  summer  exhibit.  Both  exhibits  will  be  open 
through  Aug.  17. 

The  Treasure  Island  World's  Fair  "was  a big  deal  in  1939  and  194Q"  exhibit  coordinator  Jerry 
Warren  said.  "People  repeatedly  went  to  it.  It  was  the  entertainment  of  the  hour.  This  was  the 
break  between  the  Great  Depression  and  the  start  of  World  War  n for  the  United  States.  It  was  a 
break  before  the  world  exploded.  People  were  ready  to  party.  They  needed  a celebration." 

The  international  exposition  also  turned  the  world's  focus  to  the  West  Coast. 
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"We'd  been  oriented  toward  the  East  Coast  as  a culture,  and  suddenly  San  Francisco  and  the  Bay 
Area  were  a cultural  destination, " Nemir  said.  "The  impact  of  the  fair  on  the  Bay  Area  was  huge.  It 
was  something  the  whole  Bay  Area  was  involved  in.  It  was  a picture  of  the  progress  of  the  United 
States." 


See  the  full  most-popular-of-the-dav  list 
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The  expansive  and  completely  flat  Treasure  Island  was  built  specifically  to  showcase  the  fair. 

"Before  the  world's  fair  was  conceived,  there  was  no  Treasure  Island,"  Warren  said.  "All  there  was 
on  the  north  side  of  Yerba  Buena  Island  was  some  sandy  shoals.  They  imported  tons  and  tons  of 
rock  and  soil  to  make  a 400-square-acre  island.  It  was  the  largest  man-made  island  in  the  world  at 
the  time." 


The  spectacular  buildings  and  breathtaking  decorations,  such  as  the  8o-foot  statue  of  Pacifica, 
goddess  of  the  Pacific  Ocean,  were  intended  to  be  temporary. 

After  the  fair,  "everything  was  dismantled,"  Warren  said.  "The  only  thing  that  was  left  was  the 
administrative  building  for  the  fair.  That's  the  semicircle  building  you  see  when  you  go  onto  the 
island.  Everything  else  was  wood  and  stucco.  It  was  all  taken  down.  It  just  disappeared." 

The  long-term  plan  for  the  island  was  to  turn  it  into  an  airport  with  the  lone  surviving  building 
being  the  airport  terminal,  but  America's  involvement  in  World  War  II  changed  that.  In  1941,  the 
Navy  took  control  of  the  island  and  turned  it  into  a naval  base,  which  remained  active  until  1997. 
While  Treasure  Island  never  hosted  a full-fledged  airport,  Nemir  clearly  remembers  watching 
seaplanes  taking  off  and  landing  from  San  Francisco  Bay. 

"The  Pan  American  planes  landed  in  the  lagoon  behind  Treasure  Island,"  she  said.  "That  was 
always  something  to  go  watch  the  planes  take  off  and  land.  They  were  seaplanes,  so  they  landed  in 
the  water  and  taxied  right  up  to  the  wharf." 


Nemir,  who  was  not  quite  5 when  the  fair  opened,  remembers  fondly  the  many  delicious  foods, 
especially  the  worldly  cuisine  at  the  various  international  pavilions.  One  of  her  all-time  favorite 
foods  was  Junket  brand  pudding. 

"They  would  give  out  free  samples  of  tapioca  pudding,"  she  recalled.  "We'd  wait  in  line  to  get  that 
pudding.  It  was  very  good.  I can  remember  that  very  vividly." 

The  museum's  world's  fair  exhibit  features  programs,  maps,  pennants,  belt  buckles,  coin  banks, 
commemorative  stamps  and  coins,  postcards  and  more  souvenirs  from  the  fair.  Some  rare  color 


Danville:  Museum  exhibit  explores  Treasure  Island  World's  Fair  - Sa...  http://www.mercurynews.com/my-town/ci_26069595/danville- 
film  footage  shot  at  the  fair  has  been  compiled  into  a brief  film  that's  shown  to  visitors. 

"It  was  a fascinating  little  interlude  in  Bay  Area  history,"  Warren  said.  "People  were  attracted  to 
come  to  the  Bay  Area.  It  became  a tourism  magnet.  People  were  coming  from  all  over  the  West  to 
see  this  fair.  It  was  a big  deal." 

The  museum's  "Totally  Trains"  exhibit  running  simultaneously  with  the  Treasure  Island  show, 
features  six  different  O-gauge  model  trains,  including  a pink  Lady  Lionel  train  set.  Trains  vary 
from  old-fashioned  models  to  more  modem  models  like  Amtrak. 

"The  kids  really  cotton  to  the  model  trains,"  Warren  said  of  the  popular  exhibit,  which  typically 
returns  in  some  fashion  each  summer. 

"The  trains  were  all  a part  of  our  history,"  he  said.  "Everybody  had  the  O trains  under  their 
Christmas  trees.  They're  a part  of  our  culture." 

IF  YOU  GO: 

What:  "Pageant  of  the  Pacific"  and  "Totally  Trains"  exhibits 

When:  Through  Aug.  17.  Museum  hours  are  10  a.m.  to  1 p.m.  Tuesday  through  Friday;  9 a.m.  to  1 
p.m.  Saturday  and  noon  to  4 p.m.  Sunday. 

Where:  Museum  of  the  San  Ramon  Valley,  205  Railroad  Ave.,  Danville 

Cost:  Admission  is  $5  per  family,  $3  per  adult  and  $1  per  child  (under  5 free).  "Totally  Trains" 

family  pass  $10  for  unlimited  visits. 

Details:  Visit  museumsrv.org  (http://museumsrv.org). 
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Days  Gone  By:  In  1930s,  Yerba  Buena 
Shoals  transformed  into  Treasure 
Island 

ByNildaRego 

Correspondent 


Today  it's  hard  toimagineSanFranciscoBay  without  Treasure  Island  sitting  almost  in  the  middle 
of  it.  Before  Ihe  island  was  constructed,  the  spot  had  been  a sandy  shoal  off  Yerba  Buena  Island 
from  two  to  26  feet  below  sea  level,  a pesky  nuisance  and  danger  to  shipping. 

In  1933  the  two  bridges  that  would  span  the  bay  and  the  Golden  Gate  were  under  construction, 
and  people  wanted  to  celebrate  thar  completion. 

The  San  Francisco  News  published  a story  suggesting  that  a world's  fair  would  be  the  best  way  to 
call  attention  to  the  bridges  and  the  potential  of  the  wondrous  Bay  Area 
The  committee  that  was  appointed  first  had  to  decide  where  to  put  a feir.  Golden  Gate  Park,  the 
Presidio,  Candlestick  Point,  China  Basin  and  Lake  Merced  were  all  considered  along  with  the 
Yerba  Buena  Shoals. 

It  tookthe  world's  fair  oommittee  a year  and  a half  to  decideon  theshoals,  and  one  ofthe  most 
important  reasons  itwas  picked  was  because  of  its  potential  as  an  airport. 

In  1931  the  Aeronautics  Committee  ofthe  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce  had 
recommended  the  shoals  be  reclaimed  for  an  airport  for  the  city.  San  Franciscoofficials  went  to 
the  state  Legislature  to  get  a bill  transferring  the  tidelands  and  the  submerged  shallows  to  the  city. 
The  governor  signed  the  bill  in  June  1933. 

While  the  fair  committee  approved  thesitei  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  did  not.  The 
shoals  became  so  controversial  that  the  matter  had  to  go  to  the  voters.  And  the  voters  approved  the 
plan  on  May  3, 1935 

A corporation  was  famed  to  get  financing  for  the  expensive  project.  Leland  W.Cutler,  farmer 
president  ofthe  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce,  became  its  president. 

He  went  to  Washington  with  well-known  newspaperman  and  politician  Grorge  Creel  and  got  the 
enthusiastic  backing  of  President  Franklin  Roosevelt.  Grants  from  the  Works  Project 
Administration  and  the  Public  Works  Administration  totaling  more  than  $5  million  were  obtained 
after  the  federal  government  was  assured  that  the  shoals  wouldbe  turned  into  an  airport  once  the 
fair  was  over. 

Of  course,  this  wasn't  nearly  enough  money.  Noninterest-bearing  certificates  weresold  and 
donations  made. 

A rock  sea  wall  surrounding  the  400-acre  site,  which  was  to  be  5, 520  fed  long  and  3,400  feet 
wide,  was  built  and  filled  to  bring  it  to  13  feet  above  mean  low  water.  Sand  used  for  the  fill  was  dug 
up  from  the  shoals  from  other  parts  of  the  bay,  including  Angel  Island,  Alcatraz  and  the  Oakland 
pier.  And  this  was  just  the  beginning. 

The  Golden  Gate  International  Exposition  of  1939-40  gave  jobsto  thousands  during  the 
Depression,  and  more  than  17  million  people  visited  during  its  two  years.  Treasure  Hand  served  as 
San  Francisco's  airport  for  a year  when  the  Navy  took  over  the  island  in  1942.  When  the  naval  base 
closed  in  1997,  the  island  belonged  to  San  Francisco  again. 

Days  Gone  By  appears  on  Sundays.  Contact  Nilda  Reg)  at  nildaregoiacomcast.net 

ImailtQjildar.egotsaQmcast.netl. 
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State  court  rules  in  favor  of  Treasure 
Island  developers,  hurdle  cleared  for 
8,000  homes 


Blanca  Torres 

Reporter-  San  Francisco  Business  Times 
Email  | Twitter  | Googled-  | Linkedln 

The  developers  behind  the  massive  rebuild  of  Treasure  Island  in  San  Francisco  cleared 
W another  hurdle  to  starting  construction  on  the  8,000-home  development  on  the  man-made 
island. 

A state  Appeals  Court  upheld  a lower  court's  ruling  that  an  Environmental  Impact  Report 
approved  by  San  Francisco  is  adequate. 

A group  called  Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island,  led  by  former  San  Francisco 
supervisor  Aaron  Peskin.  sued  after  city  officials  approved  the  EIR  and  the  project  in  2011. 

In  December  of  2012,  a lower  court  affirmed  the  EIR  and  the  citizens'  group  appealed  that 
decision. 

The  project,  proposed  by  a partnership  between  Lennar  Corp.  and  Wilson  Meanv.  aims  to 
add  thousands  of  new  housing  units  along  with  retail,  hotel  and  office  space  in  addition  to 
renovating  historic  buildings  and  creating  300  acres  of  open  space. 

"After  several  years  of  unnecessary  and  costly  litigation,  we  can  finally  begin  building  more 
homes  for  people  who  want  to  live  in  San  Francisco,"  said  Chris  Meanv  of  Wilson  Meanv. 
which  is  developing  Treasure  Island  with  Lennar  Corp.  "Treasure  Island  has  been  one  of  San 
Francisco's  most  underutilized  assets.  It's  time  to  change  that." 

The  ruling  comes  at  a time  when  San  Francisco  faces  a major  housing  shortage  leading  to 
p skyrocketing  rents  and  home  prices.  City  officials  like  John  Rahaim,  San  Francisco's  planning 
director,  see  projects  like  Treasure  Island  and  Park  Merced  as  significant  additions  to  the 
; city's  housing  stock.  Park  Merced  is  a 7,000-unit-plus  project  on  the  western  edge  of  the  city 


State  court  rules  in  favor  of  Treasure  Island  developers,  hurdle  cleare...  http://www.bizjoumals.eom/sanfrancisco/blog/2014/07/treasure-isl:l 


and  a quarter  of  Treasure  Island's  housing  will  be  affordable. 

Nonetheless,  both  projects  have  been  tied  up  in  lawsuits.  Park  Merced's  litigation  is  still 
ongoing. 

Last  June,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  an  agreement  for  the  U.S.  Navy 
to  transfer  of  Treasure  Island  to  the  city  in  exchange  for  $55  million  that  the  developers  will 
pay.  In  July,  San  Francisco  and  the  U.S.  Navy  signed  the  transfer  agreement. 

"We  are  ready  to  begin  building  a great  new  community  at  Treasure  Island,"  said  Kofi 
Bonner,  regional  vice  president  for  Lennar  Corp.  "With  incredible  scenery  and  easy  access  by 
road  and  water,  Treasure  Island  will  become  one  of  the  city's  most  desirable 
neighborhoods." 


Blanca  Torres  covers  East  Bay  real  estate  for  the  San  Francisco  Business  Times. 
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Treasure  Island  Redevelopment  Survives  Yet  Another  Setback 

Tuesday,  July  8,  2014,  by  Dylan  Pilaar 
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Development  is  almost  always  controversial  in  San  Francisco.  On  Treasure 
Island,  where  environmental  contamination  issues  abound,  disagreements  over 
the  adequacy  of  the  project's  Environmental  Impact  Report  have  caused 
considerable  delays.  Finally,  after  years  of  wrangling  and  a series  of  appeals,  a 
state  court  has  ruled  <http://www.bizjoumals.com/sanfrancisco/blog/2014 
/07/treasure-island-lennar-wilson-meany-!awsuit-s-f.html?page=2>  that  the  EIR 
approved  by  San  Francisco  officials  back  in  2011  is  sufficient.  At  the  end  of 
last  month,  approvals  were  also  granted  <http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article 
/S-F-supervisors-approve-Treasure-lsland-transfers-5577039.php>  for  the 
transfer  of  Yerba  Buena  Island  and  the  eastern  portion  of  Treasure  Island  from 
the  U.S.  Navy  to  the  city.  When  all  is  said  and  done,  Treasure  Island  will  feature 
8,000  new  homes  and  300  acres  of  green  space.  The  decisions  clear  the  way 
for  development  to  continue,  assuming  nobody  decides  to  block  the  whole 
process  with,  say,  a ballot  measure. 

• State  court  rules  in  favor  of  Treasure  Island  developers,  hurdle  cleared  for 
8,000  homes  <http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/blog/201 4/07/treasure- 
island-lennar-wilson-meany-lawsuit-s-f.html?page=2>  [SF  Biz  Journal] 

• SF  supervisors  approve  Treasure  Island  transfers  <http://www.sfgate.com 
/bayarea/article/S-F-supervisors-approve-Treasure-lsland-transfers- 
5577039.php>  [SF  Gate] 
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San  Francisco  Police  Dogs  to  Model 
New  Custom-Fit  Bullet-Proof  Vests 

By  Erin  Sherbert 

Published  Tue.,  Jul.  8 2014  at  3:21  PM 


Tomorrow,  San  Francisco's  police  dogs  are 
scheduled  to  take  a few  hours  off  from 
sniffing  out  drugs  and  tracking  down  bad 
people  for  a work-related  fashion  show. 

Specifically,  the  pups  will  be  strutting 
around  in  their  new  custom-made  bullet 
proof  vests  designed  to  better  protect  our 
local  K-9S  — and  their  handlers  --  while 
^ fighting  crime. 

Six  of  the  Department's  K-gs  will  receive 
one  of  the  new  vests  donated  by  the  Cover 
Your  K-q  Fund,  a nonprofit  that  helps  keep 
California's  police  pups  safe  while  on  the 
job.  The  new  vests  will  feature  all  kinds  of 
cool  technology,  including  infared  lights 
with  attachable  cameras  (for  building  searches),  and  rappel  straps  if  they  need  to  raise  or 
lower  a dog  mid  crime-fighting. 

So  if  a cop  is  searching  a dark  building,  they  can  attach  the  IR  camera  to  the  pup  and  use  a 
wrist  monitor  to  see  everything  the  dog  is  seeing  in  real-time. 

More  importantly,  the  vests  will  be  custom-fit,  which  means  for  the  first  time  ever,  they'll 
actually  fit  the  dog,  says  Louise  Tully,  spokeswoman  for  the  nonprofit. 


The  pups  will  receive  their  new  equipment  tomorrow  at  Treasure  Island.  This  is  the  first  time 
SFPD  police  pups  have  benefited  from  the  nonprofit's  generosity,  which  creates  a 
tremendous  savings  for  San  Francisco:  Each  vest  costs  roughly  $1,286,  according  to  Tully. 

"They  are  very  much  state-of-the-art  in  terms  of  protection  for  K-9S,"  she  tells  us. 

In  addition  to  the  high-tech  vests,  the  canine  crime-fighters  will  get  "stat  packs"  which  are 
wallet-sized  hemostatic  pads  that  handlers  use  to  stop  their  dogs  from  bleeding  to  death. 


San  Francisco  - News  - The  Snitch  - Print  Version 


http://blogs.sfweekly.eom/thesnitch/2014/07/san_fi:ancisco_police 


"The  biggest  threat  to  a K-9  that  has  been  shot  or  injured  in  the  field  is  bleeding  to  death," 
Officer  Alex  Jose,  a former  K-9  handler  for  the  Oakland  Police  Department  and  the  current 
chairman  for  the  K-9  Foundation.  "This  K-9  stat  pack  is  the  first  line  of  defense  for  a KL-o 
handler  to  save  his  partner." 

In  any  event,  if  you  want  to  check  out  the  new  technology  — or  check  out  some  very  cute  and 
very  tough  dogs—  head  down  to  Treasure  Island  at  10  a.m.  Just  listen  for  the  barking. 


.. 
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Treasure  Island  plan  gets  boost 
from  state  appeals  court 

Bob  Egelko 

Updated  7:22  pm,  Tuesday,  July  8,  2014 

A proposed  residential  and  commercial  development  on  San  Francisco's  Treasure  Island 
has  taken  a step  forward  with  a state  appeals  court  ruling  upholding  the  city's  favorable 
environmental  review  of  the  $1.5  billion  project  and  rejecting  opponents'  claims  that  it 
was  vague  about  the  design  plan's  cleanup  of  toxic  substances. 

City  supervisors  approved  construction  on  the  former  Navy  base  and  adjoining  Yerba 
Buena  Island  in  2011.  The  project,  scheduled  to  take  15  to  20  years,  includes  up  to  8,000 
homes,  25  percent  of  them  classified  as  below-market  affordable  housing,  along  with 
commercial  and  office  buildings,  500  hotel  rooms,  a ferry  terminal,  and  300  acres  of 
parks,  playgrounds  and  open  space. 

A suit  by  Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island,  led  by  former  Supervisor  Aaron 
Peskin,  contended  San  Francisco's  environmental  study  was  inadequate  because  it  lacked 
details  of  street  layouts  and  building  design  or  of  plans  to  remove  the  many  hazardous 
materials  in  the  soil,  groundwater  and  existing  buildings. 

But  the  First  District  Court  of  Appeal,  in  a ruling  made  public  Tuesday,  said  the  study 
contained  all  available  information  about  the  project  "while  providing  for  flexibility 
needed  to  respond  to  changing  conditions  and  unforeseen  events." 

The  court  also  said  the  Navy  is  required  to  remove  all  toxic  substances  - including  oil, 
pesticides,  asbestos,  lead  paint  and  low-level  radioactive  material  - from  each  parcel 
before  transferring  the  land  to  developers.  The  environmental  report  details  the  locations 
of  known  hazards  and  the  procedures  the  city  and  the  developers  would  use  for  any 
further  cleanups,  the  court  said. 


Treasure  Island  plan  gets  boost  from  state  appeals  court  - SFGate 
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Justice  Ignazio  Ruvolo  wrote  the  3-0  ruling. 

"After  several  years  of  unnecessary  and  costly  litigation,  we  can  finally  begin  building 
more  homes  for  people  who  want  to  live  in  San  Francisco,"  said  Chris  Meany  of  the  firm 
Wilson  Meany,  which  is  developing  the  project  along  with  Lennar  Corp. 


Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  is  considering  an  appeal  to  the  state  Supreme 
Court  and  has  asked  the  Navy  to  reassess  its  11-year-old  environmental  review  of  the 
project,  said  Saul  Bloom,  who  also  directs  the  environmental  nonprofit  Arc  Ecology.  "Our 
main  concern  is  about  radiological  and  other  contamination  that  was  clearly  understated 
in  the  (city's)  environmental  impact  report,"  he  said. 


Bob  Egelko  is  a San  Francisco  Chronicle  staff  writer.  E-mail:  begelko@sfchronicle.com 
Twitter:  @egelko 
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A different  kind  of  doggie  treat  that  saves  lives 

Published  5:17  pm,  Wednesday,  July  9,  2014 
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The  San  Francisco  Police  Department's 
four-legged  members  got  life-saving  doggie 
treats  Wednesday  and  displayed  their  talents 
on  Treasure  Island.  The  Cover  Your  K-9 
Program  donated  six  custom-fit  bulletproof 
vests  and  emergency  medical  kits  to  help 
protect  the  canines  that  serve  the  San 
Francisco  community.  This  weekend,  Pet  Food 
Express  stores  will  hold  a dog-wash  fundraiserfor  Cover  Your  K-9  to  support  similar 
initiatives.  Officer  Sonia  Mariona,  above,  buckles  police  service  dog  Hottie  into  her 
bulletproof  vest.  Officer  Andrew  Kofman,  right,  gives  police  service  dog  Argos  a playful  pat 
after  he's  fitted  with  a vest. 
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rejected 


Created  07/10/2014  - 1:46pm 


Construction  on  the  first  1 ,000  of  up  to  8,000  new  homes  planned  for  Treasure  Island  could  begin  as  soon  as  next  year  after  the  State  Appeals  Court  this 
week  rejected  a challenge  of  the  project’s  environmental  impact  report  by  Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island,  a grassroots  group  led  by  former 
supervisor  Aaron  Peskin. 

The  group  challenged  the  project’s  unanimous  2006  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  after  its  terms  were  modified  the  next  year  by  the. developers, 
Wilson  Meany  and  Lennar  Urban,  to  increase  the  number  of  homes  and  decrease  their  affordability.  The  project  Peskin  helped  approve  was  6,000 
homes,  30  percent  of  them  affordable,  but  now  it’s  up  to  8,000  homes,  25  percent  affordable. 

More  recently,  stories  by  the  Center  for  Investigative  Reportina/Bav  Citizen  m,  San  Francisco  Chronicle  m,  and  others  have  also  found  evidence  of 
lingering  radiological  contamination  on  the  island  from  its  days  as  a US  Navy  base,  something  that  Peskin  told  us  should  raise  concerns  about  the  project. 

“Obviously,  we  are  disappointed  in  the  court  ruling  and  are  very  concerned  it  ignores  the  now  widely  reported  news  that  Treasure  Island  is  much  more 
contaminated,  by  radiologically  contamination,  than  we  knew,"  Peskin  told  us.  As  for  whether  his  group  intends  to  appeal  the  case  to  the  California 
Supreme  Court,  he  said,  “We  are  assessing  our  options.” 

Wilson  Meany  principle  Chris  Meany  didn’t  immediately  return  Guardian  calls  for  comment  (we’ll  update  this  post  if  and  when  we  hear  back),  but  in  a 
press  release,  he  said,  “After  several  years  of  unnecessary  and  costly  litigation,  we  can  finally  begin  building  more  homes  for  people  who  want  to  live  in 
San  Francisco." 

In  addition  to  the  homes,  the  project  includes  up  to  500  hotel  rooms,  450,000  square  feet  of  retail  space,  100,000  square  feet  of  office  space,  and  300 
acres  of  open  space.  To  compensate  for  projections  that  rising  seas  caused  by  global  warming  would  inundate  the  artificial  island  by  the  end  of  the 
century,  its  height  will  be  raised  substantially,  with  the  EIR  noting  there  will  be  about  100,000  trucks  of  landfill  coming  over  the  Bay  Bridge  during 
construction. 

Traffic  generated  by  the  project  has  been  a major  concern  of  transportation  officials  from  the  beginning.  San  Francisco  Transportation  Authority  Executive 
Director  Tilly  Chang  said  the  challenge  was,  “How  do  you  keep  the  Bay  Bridge  flowing  and  not  muck  up  traffic?” 

The  plan  calls  for  expanded  bus  and  shuttle  service  to  Treasure  Island,  new  ferry  service  from  the  Ferry  Building,  and  both  expensive  parking  on  the 
island  for  non-residents  and  a toll  for  driving  onto  the  island,  most  likely  set  at  $5,  Chang  said.  The  ferry  service  is  set  to  launch  around  when  the  first 
phase  of  housing  construction  is  complete,  probably  in  2018. 

Meanwhile,  work  has  already  begun  on  a project  to  replace  and  improve  the  freeway  ramps  at  adjacent  Yerba  Buena  Island  and  the  bridge  that  connects 
them  to  Treasure  Island.  SFTA  Deputy  Director  for  Capital  Projects  Lee  Sage  said  the  ramps  will  give  much  more  time  for  cars  to  slow  down  or  accelerate 
as  they  enter  or  exit  the  freeway  there. 

“It’s  going  to  be  very  complicated,  but  we’re  on  target,”  he  said,  estimating  the  eastside  ramps  will  be  done  in  2016  and  the  westside  ones  a few  years 
later. 


Just  last  month,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  terms  accepting  Treasure  island  from  the  US  Navy.  Later  this  month  assuming  that  the  issue  of 
radiological  contamination  doesn’t  derail  the  transfer  — the  city  and  project  developers  are  scheduled  to  pay  the  Navy  $55  million  for  Treasure  Island  and 
complete  the  deal. 

But  Peskin’s  group  and  its  attorney  Keith  Wagner,  objected  to  the  transfer  in  a June  25  letter  to  the  Navy,  calling  for  more  studies  on  the  substantially 
increased  density  of  development  on  the  island  and  more  thorough  testing  and  cleanup  of  contamination. 

Wagner  wrote,  “In  summary,  the  Navy's  2003  EIS,  on  its  own  terms,  did  not  evaluate  the  true  nature  of  the  City’s  far  more  expansive  contemporaneous 
development  plans/proposals,  let  alone  the  even  more  expansive  development  plans  that  were  ultimately  devised  and  approved  by  the  City  in  2011;  in  the 
decade  since  the  2003  EIS  was  finalized,  the  Navy  has  developed  significant  and  substantial  new  information  indicating  the  nature,  scope  and  severity  of 
radiological  and  hazardous  materials  across  NSTI  that  could  impact  the  City’s  2011  development  plans.” 


Steven  T.  Jones 
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Treasured  Spot:  Island  Setting  Offers  Vehicle  Storage  With  a View  in  San  Francisco 


Reprinted  with  permission  from  "The  Storage  Facilitator"  blog. 

By  Janet  Haney 

Entrepreneurs  Alex  Rozk'n  and  Vitali  Barkouski  recently  seized  an  opportunity  to  create  a self-storage  facility  surrounded  by  a million-dollar  view.  The  two  Russian  immig-ants  and 
longtime  friends  knew  there  was  a shortage  of  truck  and  bus  parking  in  the  San  Frandsco  Bay  Area,  so  they  leased  some  land  on  the  manmade  Treasire  Island,  smack-dab  in  the 
middle  of  the  Bay  Bridge. 


They're  also  capitalizing  on  the  scenery  and  proximity  of  two  major  U.S.  aties.  Island  Park  Storage's  setting  boasts 
breathtaking  views  of  the  San  Francisco  skyline  and  the  entire  San  Francisco  Bay.  It's  just  seven  minutes  from  downtown  San 
Francisco  and  15  minutes  from  dowrtown  Oakland,  making  it  appealing  to  thousands  of  customers.  Of  course,  those  time 
estimates  don't  account  for  the  frequent  traffic  jams  that  snarl  the  highly  congested  bridge,  which  carries  about  270,000  cars  ; 


Still,  the  outdoor,  drive-in  location  might  be  ideal  for  some.  Plus,  Rozkin  said,  Island  Park  Storage  is  less  expensive  than 
competitors.  "First  thing  we  did  was  figure  out  how  much  everybody  else  charges,"  he  said.  "We  realized  right  away  that 
could  be  a bit  cheaper  than  the  companies  in  San  Francisco  and  more  expensive  than  companies  in  the  East  Bay.  Our  rea 
estate  here  is  cheaper,  too." 


Open  Space  for  Storage 

Launched  in  January,  Bland  Park  Storagr 
limos,  RVs,  cars  and  outdoor  storage  con 
2-acre  strip  of  land.  Pricing  ranges  from  $90  for 
big  bus. 

"The  open  space  on  Treasure  Island  i 
Rozkin  said.  "Other  bus-parking  lots  i 
much  more  compact.  Other  people  di 


m Faaebook,  Google  and  Yelp.  "Wi 


:o  $330  a month, 
e said. 

)ld-calling  a lot  of 


A Treasured  History 

One  thing  is  for  sure:  You  can't  put  a price  tag  on  the  island's  rich  history.  Treasire  Island  was  completed  in  1937,  soon  after  the  Bay  Bridge  opened  in  November  1936.  The  island 
got  its  name  from  the  legend  that  the  San  Francisco  Bay's  mud  was  filled  with  gold.  It  originally  was  a site  for  the  1939-40  San  Francisco's  World's  Fair  and  later  became  a naval 
base  and  satellite  air  facility. 

"What  attracts  businesses  to  Treasire  Island  is  the  affordable  rent,  location  and  the  view  factor,"  said  Mirian  Saez,  director  of  operations  for  the  island. 

Island  Park  Storage  likely  sits  on  land  that  was  a (raining  classroom  for  a school,  Saez  said.  Nowadays,  wineries,  artists,  nonprofits  and  entrepreneurs  mingle  with  the  2,000 
residents  of  the  365-acre  island,  which  also  is  home  to  buildings  in  various  stages  of  decay. 

Get  Your  Motor  Running 

Island  Park  Storage  isn't  only  used  for  storage,  though.  The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  (SFPD)  has  an  agreement  to  train 
its  motorcycle  cops  on  the  leased  land.  The  department  was  usng  the  vacant  space  before  Island  Park  Storage  opened.  The 
facility  has  a cement  lane  running  in  between  two  wide  strps  of  grass,  where  the  stored  commercial  and  private  vehicles  park. 

SFPD  uses  the  cement  lane  for  training  drills. 

"This  is  a 40-mile-an-hour  braking  course,"  said  Officer  Steve  Glickman,  one  of  the  department's  state-certified  motorcycle 
instructors.  "They  have  to  show  the  proper  brddng  and  bike  control  In  83  feet.  Proper  brakng  means  no  locking  up,  no 
skidding,  no  crashing.  This  Is  an  on-duty  facilitating  course." 

Looking  Ahead 

As  for  the  future  of  Island  Park  Storage,  Rozkin  said  he  and  Barkoiski  plan  to  replace  the  locked  perimeter  fence  with  an  automatic  gate  and  hope  to  lease  more  land  across  the 
street.  They're  also  working  on  getting  approval  for  a carport.  And  the  self-storage  containers  may  provide  a dual  purpose  down  the  line— as  rooftop  organic  gardens. 

For  now,  Rozkin  and  Barkouski  will  continue  to  field  requests— no  matter  how  strange  they  are— about  their  unique  storage  facility.  "A  guy  from  Australia  wanted  to  parkhis  RV  and 
live  here  for  a month.  He  didn't  understand  why  he  couldn't,"  Rozkin  said. 


Janet  Haney  is  a freelance  writer,  editor  and  publicist  in  the  San  Frandsco  Bay  Area.  Her  previous  experience  includes  jobs  at  Loomis  Group,  Applied  Materials  and  MarketWatch. 
She  also  writes  forThe  Storage  Facilitator.  Read  the  original  article  here. 
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As  was  the  case  with  the  Panama  Pacific  International  Exposition  in  1915,  the  1939-40  World's  Fair 
in  San  Francisco  attracted  numerous  conventions  and  national  organizational  meetings. 

"The  sixth  Pacific  Science  Congress,  a great  world-wide  meeting  called  to  develop  the  processes  of 
peace  and  public  welfare  in  the  midst  of  feverish  war  preparations  everywhere,  is  to  open  on  the 
campus  of  the  University  of  California  next  Monday,  for  a session  lasting  three  weeks,"  the  Gazette 
reported  July  19. 

"The  leading  scientists  of  42  nations,  representing  all  those  countries  bordering  on  the  Pacific  or 
holding  Pacific  possessions  or  mandates,  have  been  bidden  to  the  Congress  by  invitations  extended 
through  the  State  Department  at  Washington." 

Exposition  flowers 

On  July  17,  the  Gazette  reported  on  the  "veritable  ocean  of  flowers"  in  bloom,  or  on  the  verge  of 
blossoming,  at  Treasure  Island.  They  included  2,500  hybrid  dahlias,  7,000  red  or  white  tuberous 
begonias,  4,500  light  blue  asters,  and  8,500  "giant  Treasure  Island  Marigolds." 

On  the  windy  side  of  the  island,  facing  San  Francisco,  "the  Magic  Carpet  fronting  the  western  shore 
of  Treasure  Island  holds  the  records  for  blooms.  A total  of  1,226,340  Mesembryanthemum,  or  ice 
plants,  are  now  partially  in  bloom  and  more  will  be  showing  their  red  and  pink  faces  within  the  next 
two  months." 

Fires 

On  July  14,  the  Lotz  family  of  927  Indian  Rock  Ave.  was  awakened  by  an  automobile  horn  and 
alerted  to  a fire  in  their  garage.  It  turned  out  the  fire  had  melted  wires  in  the  family  car  in  the  garage, 
short  circuiting  the  horn.  The  horn  and  fire  engine  sirens  attracted  "a  large  number  of  residents"  to 
watch  the  blaze. 

Meanwhile,  "Huge  billows  of  smoke  poured  skyward"  from  the  Durkee  Famous  Foods  plant  at  2900 
Fifth  St.  on  July  19,  when  "bubbling  grease"  in  a "fat  hardening  vat"  overflowed  and  set  fire  to  the  vat 
room.  Damage  was  estimated  at  $250. 

On  July  21 , there  were  multiple  wildfires  reported  throughout  the  state,  including  one  in  Temescal 
Canyon  that  "for  a time  threatened  scores  of  homes." 

Ocean  race 

A Berkeley  boat,  "Magic  Carpet,"  described  as  a "tiny  36-foot  ketch"  was  a competitor  in  the  "classic 
San  Francisco  to  Honolulu  yacht  race"  in  summer,  1939.  The  first  boats  came  in  July  18  including  the 
winner,  "Blitzen"  of  New  York.  Eight  boats,  including  the  Magic  Carpet,  hadn't  finished  by  July  22. 

Volunteer  chief 

On  July  13,  August  Lewis  Ott,  the  "last  surviving  volunteer  fire  chief  of  the  veteran  Volunteer  Firemen 
of  Berkeley"  died  at  his  home  of  51  years  at  1501  Bonita  Ave.  He  was  "One  of  the  West's  oldest 
living  manufacturing  jewelers,  and  a prominent  Berkeley  pioneer." 
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Ott  had  moved  in  1887  to  Berkeley,  where  he  "organized  Volunteer  Fire  Company  No.  4 and  was 
Berkeley's  first  volunteer  fire  chief."  He  had  also  served  on  the  school  board. 
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Whatever  the  EIR's  Name,  CEQA's  Rules  For 
Substantive  Content  and  Subsequent  Review 
Remain  The  Same:  First  District  Upholds  EIR  for 
Treasure  Island  Redevelopment  Project 
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: 


On  July  7,  2014,  the  First  District  Court  of  Appeal  filed  its  published  opinion  affirming  the 
trial  court's  judgment  upholding  the  EIR  for  the  Treasure  Island/Yerba  Buena  Island 
Project.  Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  etal. 
(Treasure  Island  Community  Development  LLC,  RPI),  _ Cal.  App.  4th  201 4 WL  3057986 
(1st  Dist.  2014). 

The  Project  required  amendments  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco's  general  plan  and 
planning  code  maps  and  texts  to  achieve  an  ambitious  redevelopment  and  reuse  of  the 
former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  and  adjacent  Yerba  Buena  Island,  to  be 
implemented  over  a 1 5-20  year  period.  The  Project  contemplates  a new  mixed-use 
community  with  8,000  residential  units  (with  at  least  25%  designated  affordable);  up  to 
1 40,000  square  feet  of  commercial  and  retail  space  and  1 00,000  square  feet  of  office 
space;  500  hotel  rooms;  300  acres  of  parks,  playgrounds  and  public  open  space; 
restoration  and  reuse  of  historic  buildings;  and  a ferry  terminal  and  intermodal  transit 
hub. 


Plaintiff  CSTI's  main  argument  on  appeal  was  that  the  City  committed  prejudicial  error  by 
preparing  a "project  EIR"  rather  than  a "program  EIR."  The  Court  of  Appeal  essentially 
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rejected  this  argument  as  mere  semantics,  observing  that  "many  different  names  have 
been  applied  to  EIRs"  and  "[f]or  this  reason,  courts  strive  to  avoid  attaching  too  much 
significance  to  titles  in  ascertaining  whether  a legally  adequate  EIR  has  been  prepared  for 
a particular  project."  It  stressed  that,  regardless  of  the  label  given,  all  EIRs  must  cover  the 
same  general  content;  it  pointed  out  that  "[tjhe  level  of  specificity  of  an  EIR  is  determined 
by  the  nature  of  the  project  and  the  "rule  of  reason"...  rather  than  any  semantic  label 
accorded  to  the  EIR.'"  According  to  the  Court,  Article  9 of  the  CEQA  Guidelines  governs 
content  requirements  for  all  EIRs,  and  plaintiff  CSTI  "fail[edj  to  cite  any  authority 
supporting  its  argument  that  the  objective  of  creating  a legally  adequate  EIR  for  this 
project  could  only  be  accomplished  by  the  use  of  a program  EIR.  No  such  authority 
exists." 


II 


Moreover,  the  Court  rejected  - as  "based  on  a flawed  legal  premise"  — CSTI's  argument 
that  City  prepared  the  EIR  as  a project  EIR  to  circumvent  the  fair  argument  standard  that 
would  otherwise  be  applied  to  a program  EIR  when  evaluating  the  need  for  subsequent 
environmental  review.  Contrary  to  CSTI's  incorrect  assumption,  the  Court  held  that  "[fjor 
purposes  of  the  standard  of  review,  the  same  substantial  evidence  standard  applies  to 
subsequent  environmental  review  for  a project  reviewed  in  a program  EIR  or  a project 
EIR."  The  Court  explained  that:  'The  obligation  to  conduct  supplemental  review  under 
[Public  Resources  Code]  section  21166  applies  regardless  of  whether  the  project  under 
consideration  has  undergone  previous,  project-specific  environmental  review,  or  is  being 
carried  out  under  a plan  for  which  the  agency  has  previously  certified  a program  EIR."  If  a 
program  EIR  is  sufficiently  comprehensive,  further  environmental  review  for  later 
activities  within  the  program  that  have  been  adequately  analyzed  will  be  unnecessary;  in 
any  event,  however,  "the  duty  to  perform  supplemental  review  under  [the  terms  of] 
section  21 166...  exists  regardless  of  whether  the  EIR  was  prepared  as  a project  EIR,  or  as 
a program  EIR." 


♦ 


The  Court  emphasized  the  key  CEQA  principle  that  "the  level  of  detail  in  an  EIR  is  driven 
by  the  nature  of  the  project,  not  the  label  attached";  in  other  words,  "[t]he  degree  of 
specificity  required  in  an  EIR  will  correspond  to  the  degree  of  specificity  involved  in  the 
underlying  activity  which  is  described  in  the  EIR[.]"  (Citing  14  Cal.  Code  Regs,  §15146.)  The 
ultimate  question  in  assessing  an  EIR's  sufficiency  is  thus  not  whether  it  is  "project-level" 
or  "program-level"  but  whether  it  provides  decision  makers  with  sufficient  analysis  to 
intelligently  consider  the  project's  environmental  consequences.  Here,  the  "project"  EIR 
met  that  standard. 


The  Court  also  rejected  CSTI's  argument  that  the  EIR's  project  description  was  "unstable 
and  erratic,"  ruling  that  "the  EIR  made  an  extensive  effort  to  provide  meaningful 
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information  about  the  project,  while  providing  flexibility  needed  to  respond  to  changing 
conditions  and  unforeseen  events  that  could  possibly  impact  the  project's  final 
design."  Further,  the  project  included  and  the  EIR  described  "the  creation  of  a special  use 
district  (SUD),  which  establishes  zoning  districts  throughout  the  project  area,  identifies 
permitted  uses,  and  provides  detailed  standards  applicable  to  development  within  each 
district."  The  Project's  zoning  and  implementing  documents,  in  fact,  provided  "concrete 
information  regarding  building  heights,  mass,  bulk,  and  design  specifications"  that  CSTI 
claimed  was  lacking.  While,  as  a practical  matter,  at  this  stage  in  the  development  process 
there  were  many  project  features  subject  to  future  revision  and  likely  supplemental 
environmental  review  before  the  final  Project  design  was  fully  implemented,  the  Court 
found  "the  EIR  cannot  be  faulted  for  not  providing  detail  that,  due  to  the  nature  of  the 
Project,  simply  does  not  now  exist."  Merely  because  "all  hypothetical  details"  were  not 
resolved  and  the  EIR  did  "not  anticipate  every  permutation  or  analyze  every  possibility" 
did  not  render  its  project  description  misleading,  inaccurate  or  vague;  rather,  the  EIR's 
84-page  "Project  Description"  chapter  accurately  described  the  Project  and  "remained 
accurate,  stable,  and  finite  throughout  the  EIR  process." 

Interestingly,  the  Court  noted  that  "[i]t  appears  to  be  an  open  question  whether  the 
adequacy  of  a project's  description  is  analyzed  as  a question  of  law  or  an  issue  of  fact." 

} While  it  observed  that  a leading  treatise  classifies  it  in  the  latter  category,  the  Court 

stated  it  need  not  decide  the  correct  standard  because  the  EIR's  Project  Description  here 
met  both  standards  by  providing  sufficient  information  to  allow  environmental  analysis 
and  also  setting  forth  the  Project's  "main  features." 

, 

Finally,  the  Court  upheld  the  adequacy  of  the  EIR's  analyses  of  the  presence  and 
remediation  of  hazardous  substances,  and  of  the  Project's  potential  impacts  on  historic 
resources,  and  its  conformity  with  the  "Tidelands  Trust"  that  applied  to  some  areas  of  the 
Project  under  common  law  and  the  Treasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1 997.  It  also 
upheld,  as  supported  by  substantial  evidence,  the  City's  decision  not  to  recirculate  the  EIR 
based  on  certain  modifications  made  in  the  final  EIR  to  address  concerns  expressed  by 
the  Coast  Guard  during  the  public  comment  period  regarding  potential  impacts  on  its 
homeland  security  functions. 


The  opinion's  main  teaching  seems  to  be  that  - regardless  of  the  label  attached  to  the  EIR 
- the  content  and  subsequent  review  requirements  prescribed  by  CEQA  and  its 
Guidelines  remain  the  same,  and  the  level  of  detail  required  in  the  EIR's  analysis  need 
only  correspond  to  the  level  of  detail  known  about  the  Project  being  approved.  This 
holding  conforms  with  a common  sense  application  of  CEQA  and  properly  eschews  the 
elevation  of  "form  over  substance"  in  assessing  the  adequacy  of  EIRs. 
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DISCLAIMER:  Because  of  the  generality  of  this  update,  the  information  provided  herein  may  not  be  applicable  in  all  situations  and 
should  not  be  acted  upon  without  specific  legal  advice  based  on  particular  situations. 
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Doesn?t  the  Navy 


know  the  Bovs  and  Girls  Club  left  toxic  Treasure  Island? 


July  18,  2014 

Like  {79]  TWeet  iT)  7 

by  Carol  Harvey 

Why  did  the  little  dump  truck  run  away? 

Sometime  on  Monday,  May  19,  2014,  a car  chase  commenced  on  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco.  Well,  technically  speaking,  it 
was  a truck  chase. 


I 


About  three  weeks  later,  June  5,  the  San  Francisco  Boys 
and  Girls  Club  formally  announced  permanent  departure 
from  the  island.  Three  more  weeks  passed,  and  on 
Wednesday,  June  25,  during  a toxin  remediation 
meeting,  a Navy  official  described  talks  with  a club 
official  about  the  club’s  anticipated  return. 


Now,  back  to  our  chase. 


The  evading  vehicle  was  actually  a Volvo  truck  hired  by 
CBI,  an  environmental  remediation  company. 
Apparently,  the  driver  was  instructed  to  cart  toxic  dirt 
from  one  site  and  dump  it  into  another. 


This  is  Site  31,  its  severely  contaminated  soil  paved  over  and  used 
for  years  as  a playground  for  an  elementary  school  and  the  Boys  and 
Girls  Club,  which  can  be  seen  in  the  background.  Though  the  Navy 
suggested  to  residents  at  a public  meeting  on  June  25  that  the  club  Not  exactly, 
may  soon  return,  the  club  had  announced  in  letters  dated  June  5 its 
decision  to  close  the  Treasure  Island  Clubhouse  permanently.  - 
Photo:  Lea  Suzuki,  San  Francisco  Chronicle 


“Well,”  you  ask  (and  rightly),  “that  would  be  OK, 
wouldn’t  it?  Taking  toxic  dirt  from  one  place  and 
dumping  it  in  another  toxic  dumpsite?  That  sounds 
perfectly  legal,  doesn’t  it?” 


defeat  the  purpose.  It  would  return  the  clean,  safe  site  to  its  former  dirty  and  dangerous  condition. 


What  you,  a rational  person,  may  not  know  is  that  the 
Navy  has  repeatedly  announced  throughout  2014  that  the 
second  site  is  in  the  process  of  being  cleaned  of  all 
contaminants.  So,  dumping  more  toxic  dirt  into  it  would 


Speculation  is  that  the  driver  of  the  truck  and  his  CBI  bosses  who  sent  him  meant  him  to  dump  the  chemical-rich  dirt  in  secret. 

Three  people  driving  by  in  a car  happened  upon  the  truck  leaving  the  toxic  yard.  Wondering  where  he  was  hauling  the  dirty  dirt, 
they  gave  chase.  One  occupant  videoed  the  truck  from  inside  the  car. 
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In  the  course  of  his  drive,  seven  or  eight  blocks  from  where  they  picked  up  the  Volvo  truck,  its  driver  apparently  realized  he  was 
being  tailed. 

When  the  truck  reached  the  purportedly  cleaned-up  site,  he  drove  through  an  open  gate  into  the  yard.  A female  passenger  got 
out  of  the  car.  Through  the  unlocked  gate  in  the  chain  link  fence,  she  used  her  cell  phone  to  shoot  video  of  the  truck  inside  the 
yard. 


♦ 


Her  footage  showed  the  truck  stopping  briefly  beside  another  small  vehicle.  There  was  a pause  while  the  driver  talked  to  a man 
near  the  vehicle.  The  truck  did  not  dump  the  dirt.  Instead,  it  turned  around  and  drove  back  out  the  gate  passing  the  waiting  car  to 
which  the  woman  had  returned. 

“He  looked  at  me  and  saw  me  videoing,”  she  noted  with  disgust.  “Now,  he’s  running  away.” 

Ambling  slowly  after  the  truck,  the  car  followed  it  around  several  blocks.  After  some  turns,  they  arrived  on  the  other  side  of  the 
same  dump  site.  This  time,  the  truck  halted  at  a locked  gate. 

Shortly,  the  gate  opened.  The  truck  disappeared  inside  and  made  a hard  right.  It  slid  behind  a tarp-covered  fence  which  barely 
concealed  its  shadowy  form. 


The  cell  phone  camera  caught  the  image  of  the  back  of  the  truck  bed  raising  and  lowering.  Clearly,  the  contaminated  soil  was 
being  dumped  out  of  the  truck  onto  the  ground.  Several  days  later,  a slightly  reduced  pile  sat  in  the  spot  where  the  truck  had 
dumped  it. 


The  first  video  is  the  raw  footage  recorded  on  May  19  and  the  second  video  explains  the  first. 
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What  do  we  know? 

Stripping  speculation  away,  here  is  what  we  know. 

A truck  took  dirt  from  a known  toxic  dumpsite  and  drove  it  to  another  dumpsite  widely  publicized  as  in  the  process  of  being 
cleaned  of  hazardous  chemicals.  Another  vehicle  tailed  it.  When  the  truck  reached  the  second  site,  it  drove  inside.  It  stopped 
briefly.  After  appearing  to  confer  with  a man,  the  truck  proceeded  out  of  the  yard  without  dumping  its  load. 

The  truck  drove  about  eight  blocks  in  a rectangular  pattern  to  the  other  side  of  the  same  yard.  It  was  shadowed  by  the  car. 
Entering  a gate,  the  truck  passed  behind  a tarpaulin  covering  the  chain  link  fence.  Partly  concealed  from  view  by  the  filmy  green 
tarp,  it  dumped  its  load  of  known  toxic  dirt  onto  the  site.  A passenger  in  the  car  used  a cell  phone  to  video  the  trip. 

What  is  the  significance  of  this  chase? 

The  truck  picked  up  a load  of  dirt  from  a storage  yard,  a known  toxic  dump.  CBI  - Chicago  Bridge  and  Iron  - is  an  enormous 
corporation  that  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  the  U.S.  Navy  often  contract  to  remediate  environmentally 
impacted  sites.  (Ignore  the  enormous  conflict  of  interest  glaring  back  at  us.) 

Gilbane  is  a smaller  remediation  company,  somewhat 
like. its  larger  and  bigger  brother  fish.  Both  companies 
work  often  enough  on  Treasure  Island  to  have  a satellite 
operation  permanently  located  there.  (Also  ignore  the 
question  raised  by  my  sagacious  editor:  Aren’t  the 
employees  worried  about  toxic  exposure  themselves?) 

Envirostor.  a website  of  the  California  Department  of 
Toxic  Substances  Control  that  lists  toxic  sites,  shows  the 
former  Treasure  Island  Naval  Station  storage  yard  where 
the  truck  picked  up  its  load  to  have  been  long 
“impacted”  by  a series  of  chemical  poisons,  all  cancer- 
causing.  Chief  among  them  are  TPHs,  TCEs  and  PCEs, 
which  remained  on  Treasure  Island  when  fuel  oil 
degraded  after  the  Navy  deposited  it  there. 

TPH,  Total  Petroleum  Hydrocarbon,  is  a broad  family  of 
types  of  chemical  compounds  found  in  ship  and  jet  fuels 
- like  benzene,  toluene,  xylenes,  naphthalene,  fluorine, 
and  other  petroleum  and  gas  products.  TPHs  cause  headache  and  dizziness  and  the  nerve  disorder,  peripheral  neuropathy  - foot 


The  Treasure  Island  headquarters  of  Navy  contractors  CBI  and 
Gilbane  is  adjacent  to  the  badly  contaminated  storage  yard  and 
dumpsite  where  the  CBI  truck  picked  up  its  load  of  toxic  soil.  - 
Photo:  Carol  Harvey 
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and  leg  numbness. 


Animal  studies  show  TPHs  “can  cause  effects  on  the  blood,  immune  system,  lungs,  skin  and  eyes”  and  on  “reproduction  and  the 
developing  fetus.” 


♦ 


“The  International  Agency  for  Research  on  Cancer  (LARC)  has  determined  that  one  TPH  compound  (benzene)  is  carcinogenic 
to  humans.”  That  means  benzene  exposure  can  cause  cancer. 


The  truck  carted  known  carcinogenic  soil  from  a former  storage  yard,  an  unclean  site,  to  Site  31,  where  Navy  contractors  have 
nearly  finished  topping  off  deep  water  and  bullrush-filled  pits  out  of  which  they  supposedly  pulled  additional  cancer-causing 
chemicals. 


Site  31,  another  toxic  dumpsite 


Envirostor  shows  the  Navy  “impacted”  Site  31  with  DIO,  lead  and  PAHs,  to  name  just  a few.  These  are  the  virulent  chemicals 
the  Navy  stated  publicly  it  was  cleaning  from  the  site.  You  should  very  much  fear  exposure  to  these  chemicals  - especially 
constant  exposure. 

PAHs,  Polycyclic  Aromatic  Hydrocarbons,  are  released  by  fossil  fuel  combustion.  They  can  cause  inheritable  “malignancies  and 
genetic  damage  in  humans.  . . . 

“(H)eavy  occupational  exposure  to  mixtures  of  PAHs  entails  a substantial  risk  of  lung,  skin  or  bladder  cancer.” 

Why  the  little  truck  became  an  ostrich  with  its  head  in  toxic  sand:  Escape  of  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club 

Site  3 1 , a former  Navy  storage  yard  and  trash  dump,  had  been  paved  over  for  an  elementary  school  playground  next  to  which 
the  Boys  and  Girls  Club  of  San  Francisco  maintained  a facility. 


After  13  years  serving  Treasure  Island  youth,  in  2012,  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club,  without  fanfare,  shuttered  their  facility.  Island 
residents  guessed  the  reason  for  this  very  wise  move.  Several  children  who  attended  the  elementary  school  nearby  fell  ill  with 
toxin-related  diseases. 
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Ironically,  a multi-language  “No  smoking”  sign  remains  displayed  on  the  clubhouse  windows  - while  lead,  DDT,  PCBs,  diesel 
oil  and  dioxins  lurk  poisonously  beneath  the  track  and  playground. 


What  the  Navy  doesn’t  know 

For  several  months,  Keith  Forman,  the  U.S.  Navy’s  toxic  cleanup  director,  during  Treasure  Island  RAB  (Resident  Advisory 
Board)  meetings,  has  publicly  announced  he’s  been  in  discussions  with  Maxine  Wilson,  vice  president  of  operations  for  the 
Boys  and  Girls  Club,  regarding  its  two-year  Treasure  Island  hiatus.  On  June  25,  2014,  Mr.  Forman  stated  that  Ms.  Wilson  was 
encouraged  that  the  Navy  planned  to  restore  Avenue  E,  the  main  employee  access  to  the  club  building.  Avenue  E’s  concrete 
pavement  was  broken  in  two  segments  so  that  the  Navy  could  clean  the  deadly  soil  beneath. 

Curiously  enough,  shortly  after  June  5,  Site  12  residents  received  by  snail  mail  an  announcement  from  Boys  and  Girls  Club 
President  Rob  Connolly  in  follow-up  to  Connolly’s  June  5,  2012,  meeting  on  Treasure  Island  with  parents.  (See  “Sidebar:  Boys 
and  Girls  Club  announces  permanent  closure  of  Treasure  Island  Clubhouse”  below.)  Connolly  stated,  compassionately  and  with 
deep  respect,  that,  due  to  dangers  posed  by  environmental  toxins  near  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club  building,  the  club  was 
permanently  closing  the  building  and  would  not  return  to  the  island. 

Phantom  return  of  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club 


Robb  Connolly’s  letter  dated  June  5 raises  the  question:  Why  was  Keith  Forman  talking  as  of  June  25,  2014,  nearly  three  weeks 
later,  about  the  Club’s  possible  return.  The  event  in  which  he  spoke  was  an  open  meeting  at  which  his  staff  covered  the  progress 
of  the  U.S.  Navy’s  radioactive  and  chemical  contaminant  remediation  on  former  naval  base  Treasure  Island? 

It  is  inconceivable  that,  long  before  meeting  with  parents,  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club  did  not  inform  island  authorities  TIDA 
(Treasure  Island  Development  Authority)  and  the  Navy  about  its  permanent  departure. 
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Or  was  the  Navy,  as  it  has  been  known  to  do  in  the  past,  once  again  concealing  facts  from  the  public? 
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Why  was  a dump  truck  contracted  by  CBI,  a remediation  specialty  corporation  based  on  the  island,  spotted  and  videoed 
removing  radioactive  and  chemically  contaminated  soil  from  one  known  toxic  site,  then  transporting  and  dumping  it  on  a site 
being  “cleaned”? 

What  inspired  the  driver  of  the  truck  carrying  toxic  dirt  to  evade  a tracking  vehicle  by  futilely  driving  behind  a transparent 
tarpaulin  - and,  like  an  ostrich  hiding  its  head  in  the  sand,  dump  his  virulent  load? 

Confusing  dates  raise  serious  questions 

The  Girls  and  Boys  Club  departure  is  sobering  for  island  parents.  It  establishes  that  a venerable  organization  refuses  to 
participate  in  exposing  young  people  - their  children  - to  radioactive  and  chemical  poisons  it  knows  to  a certainty  exist  at  its 
former  site. 

On  May  19,  2014,  two  weeks  before  the  official  June  5 
Boys  and  Girls  Club  pullout  date,  a truck  dumped 
contaminated  soil  from  a known  toxic  storage  yard  onto 
Site  31  near  the  clubhouse.  Can  one  surmise  that  the 
Navy  was  fast-tracking  a sloppy  cleanup? 

Were  Navy  contractors  told  - as  has  been  suspected  at 
Hunters  Point  Shipyard  in  the  recent  past  - to  cut 
comers  with  dirty  dirt  the  “cleaning”  of  toxic  Site  3 1 in  a 
failed  attempt  to  entice  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club  back  to 
Treasure  Island,  thereby  placing  vulnerable  children  at 
future  serious  risk? 

Is  Keith  Forman’s  public  June  25  disclosure  three  weeks 
following  Boy  and  Girls  Club  President  Robb 
Connolly’s  June  5 withdrawal  that  Forman  spoke  with 
the  club’s  operations  chief,  Maxine  Wilson,  about 
reconnecting  Avenue  E for  employee  access  a deception 
intended  to  confuse  the  public  and  control  an  embarrassing  situation  in  which  the  first  large  island  organization  removed 
children  from  clear  and  present  environmental  dangers  the  Navy  left  during  its  botched  cleanup?  What  if  Job  Corps  and  the 
other  small  island  businesses  employing  many  young  people  followed  suit? 

True  remediation 

Observing  a protracted  pattern  of  demonstrable  truth-twisting,  perhaps  it  is  time  for  Treasure  Island  families  to  demand  TIDA 
and  the  Navy  fully  remunerate  them  for  illnesses  and  deaths  from  exposure  to  environmental  poisons  that  they  and  their 
children,  since  1999,  have  endured.  Perhaps  it  is  time  for  this  group  of  2,000-plus  victims  to  insist  on  placement  in  equivalent  or 
superior  off-island  housing  and  full  repayment  of  back  rent  taken  from  them  under  conditions  of  apparent  fraud. 

Sidebar:  Boys  and  Girls  Club  announces  permanent  closure  of  Treasure  Island 
Clubhouse 

In  letters  addressed  to  “Dear  Parents  and  Members  of  The  Treasure  Island  Clubhouse,”  a section  titled  “Was  Safety  a Factor?” 
read: 

“I  am  writing  with  the  unfortunate  news  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club  of  San  Francisco  has  decided  to  permanently  close  its 
clubhouse  on  Treasure  Island  as  I announced  in  the  community  meeting  on  June  5th. 

“As  you  likely  know,  since  May  2012,  we  had  dealt  with  remediation  of  hazardous  materials  in  the  soil  on  Site  31  just  steps 
away  from  the  clubhouse.  When  remediation  began,  we  expected  the  work  to  be  completed  in  just  six  months.  We  hoped  and 
expected  that  Avenue  E would  re-open,  Site  31  would  be  paved  over,  and  that  we  could  get  back  to  the  work  we  were  doing 
with  the  youth.  Two  years  later,  remediation  of  Site  3 1 remains  incomplete,  and  Avenue  E remains  closed. 

“Unfortunately,  we  believe  that  the  environmental  concerns  on  Treasure  Island  will  continue  to  exist  for  some  time  to  come, 
creating  at  the  very  least  a notable  distraction  from  executing  our  program  and  fulfilling  our  mission,  and,  more  importantly, 
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concern  for  the  safety  and  wellbeing  of  our  staff  and  the  children  we  serve. 


“But,  while  the  environment  is  the  primary  reason  for 
our  decision  to  leave,  a lack  of  certainty  about  our  future 
on  the  island  once  development  begins  and  our  concerns 
for  the  rapidly  aging  building  we  occupy  makes 
restarting  our  program  and  hiring  new  staff  even  more 
challenging.” 

A second  notice  sent  to  island  residents,  also  dated  June 
5,  2014,  titled  “Treasure  Island  Clubhouse  Closure,” 
underscored  the  club’s  departure  and  offered  answers  to 
“Frequently  Asked  Questions: 

“Since  May  2012,  we  have  dealt  with  the  remediation  of 
hazardous  materials  in  the  soil  at  Site  31,  steps  away 
from  the  clubhouse.  Two  years  later,  the  remediation  of 
Site  3 1 remains  incomplete.  Unfortunately,  we  believe 
that  the  environmental  concerns  on  Treasure  Island  will 
continue  for  some  time  to  come,  creating  a notable 
distraction  from  executing  our  program  and  fulfilling  our 
mission. 

“But,  while  the  environmental  issue  is  the  primary 
reason  for  our  decision  to  leave,  a lack  of  certainty  about 
the  future  of  the  island  and  our  concerns  for  the  rapidly 
aging  building  we  occupy,  makes  restoring  our  program 
for  hiring  staff  very  difficult. 


This  looks  like  a wonderful  place  for  children,  but  is  it  safe?  The 
original  caption  on  this  San  Francisco  Chronicle  photo  reads:  “The 
Boys  and  Girls  Club  is  closed  until  school  starts  next  week  on 
Treasure  Island,  Calif.,  on  Thursday,  Aug.  16,  2012.  The  health 
department  alleged  a Navy  contractor  might  have  inadvertently 
exposed  children  to  radioactive  dust  at  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club  and 
at  a child  development  center  on  the  island.”  - Photo:  Liz  Hafalia, 
San  Francisco  Chronicle 


“We  did  engage  with  TIDA  (Treasure  Island  Development  Authority)  on  a few  occasions  to  find  an  alternative  location  on  the 
island  but  were  never  able  to  work  out  an  agreement  that  worked  for  both  organizations. 
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“Is  this  a permanent  decision? 

“Yes,  this  is  a permanent  decision.  We  have  held  on  for  a long  time,  hoping  that  the  environmental  concerns  would  lessen  and 
that  we  would  have  a more  positive  outlook  for  what  a clubhouse  on  the  island  would  look  like,  and  how  our  organization  fits 
into  the  future  development  of  the  island.  We  continued  until  the  end  of  May  2014  to  incur  operating  costs  of  the  clubhouse, 
paid  for  with  our  own  funds.  To  run  a high  quality  program  on  the  island,  we  need  much  more  stability  than  has  existed  on  the 
island  in  the  last  two  years. 

“What  was  the  decision-making  point? 

“We  did  not  reach  this  decision  casually  or  quickly.  Our  Board  of  Governors,  President  and  senior  staff  workers  worked  closely 
together  over  the  past  two  years  to  monitor,  assess  and  debate  the  right  course  of  action.  Senior  staff  attended  numerous  TIDA 
and  the  community  meetings,  closely  following  the  news,  spoke  routinely  with  the  Navy  and  TIDA  staff  and  held  meetings  with 
several  senior  City  officials.  We  also  held  several  meetings  with  our  parents  so  they  understood  the,  concerns  and  our  decision- 
making points.” 


A final  paragraph  assured  residents  the  decision  was  lovingly  and  carefully  made: 

“Please  know  that,  while  we  tried  to  approach  this  decision  rationally,  our  affection  for  our  families  and  the  community  make  it 
an  emotional  decision,  too.  We  are  saddened  that  we  will  no  longer  be  part  of  the  Treasure  Island  community,  as  we  have 
thoroughly  enjoyed  our  experience  serving  so  many  youth  and  their  families  during  our  13  years  on  the  island.  We  are  grateful 
for  the  partnership  with  TIHDI,  the  funding  from  TIDA  and  the  strong  collaborations  with  our  service  providers.  We  are 
extremely  proud  of  the  contributions  we  have  made  to  the  community  since  June  of  2000.” 

The  letters  were  signed  by  Boys  and  Girls  Club  President  Robb  Connolly  and  Vice  President  of  Operations  Maxine  Wilson.  Her 
assistant  verified  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club  as  the  source  of  the  letters,  but  Ms.  Wilson  herself  could  not  be  reached  for  comment. 

Carol  Harvey  is  a San  Francisco  political  journalist  specializing  in  human  rights  and  civil  rights.  She  can  be  reached  at 
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Inside  Treasure  Island's  transportation 
transformation 


Utopian  ideas  aim  to  keep  residents  out  of  their  cars 


onto  the  Bay  Bridge. 


* 
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But  with  construction  of  the  first  of  the  8,000  new  homes  beginning  soon.  Treasure  Bland  is  starting  to  undergo  a transportation  transformation 
designed  to  prevent  the  Bay  Bridge  from  becoming  even  more  gridlocked  than  it  is  already. 

New  - and  safer  - on-  and  off-ramps  to  and  from  the  bridge  are  under  construction,  ferry  service  to  and  from  San  Francisco  is  planned  for  a launch  by 
2018,  and  souped-up  bus  service  - on  both  Muni  and  AC  Transit  - is  being  scheduled.  The  Bay  Bridge  eastern  span  bike  path,  which  now  taminates  just 
past  the  suspension-span  tower,  is  scheduled  to  make  its  way  to  Yerba  Buena  Island,  which  connects  to  Treasure  Island,  next  summer. 

Transportation  planners  also  expect  to  employ  less-conventional  methods  to  prevent  the  island  from  being  mired  in  gridlock.  To  persuade  residents, 
commuters  and  visitors  to  ride  transit,  residents  will  have  to  buy  transit  passes  - and  drivers  will  be  charged  tolls  not  only  to  use  the  Bay  Bridge,  but  also 
to  enter  or  leave  the  island. 


MORE  LOCAL  NEWS 


"We're  trying  to  keep  traffic  off  the  bridge  by  getting  people  to  ride  transit,"  said  Tilly  Chang,  executive  director 
of  the  San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority,  which  is  coordinating  transportation  plans  for  Treasure 


Ambitious  plans 

The  man-made  island,  originally  built  to  house  the  Golden  Gate  International  Ejqiosition  of  1939-40,  served  as 
a Navy  base  until  1993  and  will  be  developed  once  the  Navy  complies  cleanup  work  and  transfers  the  land  to 
the  city.  Treasure  Island  is  now  home  to  2,000  residents  and  an  eclectic  collection  ofbusinesses,  and  will 
eventually  becomea  neighborhood  of  8,000  homes,  500  hotel  rooms,  and  550,000  square  feet  of  offices  and 
businesses,  according  to  city  plans. 

Today,  it's  tough  to  envision  the  island  handling  any  kind  of  increase  in  traffic.  The  only  connection  to  the 
outside  world  is  the  set  of  short,  outdated  and  dangerous  ramps  that  link  to  the  bridge  in  each  direction. 


The  Transportation  Authority  started  replacing  those  ramps  in  March,  building  1 
The  new  ramps  are  beingbuilt  on  the  eastern  end  of  the  Yerba  Buena  Tunnel. 


i for  westbound  traffic. 


In  addition  to  replacing  the  dose-your-eyes-and-step-on-the-gas  on-ramp  to  San  Francisco,  the  authority  is 
moving  the  awkward  left-hand  exit  for  the  islands  to  the  right-hand  side.  The  new  ramps  will  loop  to  the  north 
of  the  eastern  span,  high  above  the  Nimitz  House  on  Yerba  Buena  Island.  Construction  ofnew  ramps  in  the 
eastbound  direction  is  expected  to  begin  after  the  westbound  ramps  are  completed  in  mid-2016. 
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While  the  ramps  will  make  it  easier  to  get  onto  and  off  the  island,  the  city’s  development  approvals  require 
expanded  transit  service  - including  a ferry  - paired  with  a toll  designed  to  dissuade  driving. 

Rachel  Hiatt,  principal  transportation  planner  for  the  authority,  said  the  toll  is  mandated  but  that  the  details 
need  to  be  worked  out  - including  whether  only  residents  will  pay,  whether  there  will  be  exemptions  for 
low-income  or  existing  residents,  when  the  toll  will  be  charged,  and,  of  course,  the  amount  of  the  toll. 

The  toll  will  need  to  be  high  enough  not  only  to  serve  as  a disincentive  for  residents  to  hop  into  their  cars  but 
also  to  pay  for  additional  transit  services,  which  will  include  a ferry  to  the  Ferry  Building,  AC  Transit  service  to 
downtown  Oakland  and  a shuttle  bus  network  thatwill  move  people  around  the  island.  Muni's  108-Treasure 
Island  bus  service  would  also  be  stepped  up. 

"We  want  to  make  sure  transit  service  levels  are  high  - and  high  quality,"  Hiatt  said. 

Key  to  the  transit  plan  is  the  addition  of  ferry  service  from  a terminal  that  would  be  built  as  part  of  a transit  hub 
near  the  historic  semicircular  administration  building  on  the  southwest  corner  of  the  island. 

The  Bay  Area's  Water  Emergency  Transportation  Authority,  which  will  operate  the  ferries,  is  preparing  to  start 
service  by  2018,  when  the  first  new  residents  begin  moving  in.  The  island's  developers  will  build  a terminal  as 
well  as  breakwaters  to  protect  the  docks  from  the  winds  and  waves. 

Frequent  ferry  runs 


At  first,  the  ferry  will  provide  abasic  level  of  service  - perhaps  once  an  hour,  said  Michael  Gougherty,  senior  planner  for  the  authority.  But  as  the  island's 
population  grows,  service  will  be  increased  until  boats  are  making  the  trip  every  15  minutes  or  so,  he  said.  Fares  still  need  to  be  set,  he  said,  but  the  goal  is 
to  make  them  competitive  as  part  of  the  effort  to  keep  traffic  off  the  bridge. 


To  make  room  for  the  service,  the  WETA  plans  to  expand  its  facilities  north  and  south  of  the  Ferry  Building.  The  authority  already  runs  ferries  between 
San  Francisco  and  Vallejo,  Alameda,  Oakland  and  South  San  Francisco. 


"We  think  it  has  great  potential  as  a service,"  he  said.  "The  travel  times  will  be  competitive  and  it  will  be  reliable:  You're  not  going  to  be  in  a car  or  a bus 
on  the  bridge.  It  could  be  a great  ferry  service  - one  ofthe  best  in  the  country.  We're  very  excited  about  it." 


« 


Michael  Cabanatuan  is  a San  Francisco  Chronicle  staff  writer.  E-mail:  mcabanatuan@sfchronide.com  Twitter.  @ctuan 
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Sandy  Agee  story. 

Part  Two:  We  love  Treasure  Island,  but  we  don’t  want  to  die 


APPRECIATION 


GET  READY!  IT  IS 

COMING  SOON 


July  30,  2014 

Like  {T]  TVreet  {!]  1 

by  Carol  Harvey 

After  working  vigilantly  to  protect  her  kids  from  asbestos  by  moving  out  of  an  asbestos-filled  home  in  Bayview  Hunters  Point 
onto  Treasure  Island,  Sandy  Agee  found  she  had  literally  jumped  from  the  frying  pan  into  the  fire. 


* 


At  this  writing,  Sandy  and  two  of  her  children  are  exhibiting  worrisome  physical  symptoms  they  developed  only  after  moving  to 
the  island.  Sandy’s  blood  tests  came  back  positive  for  “thyroid  problems.”  She  has  been  bedridden  for  weeks  with  agonizing 
stomach  pain.  Her  daughter,  Ashley,  also  developed  unexplained  abdominal  discomfort.  Terrell,  a hale  and  hearty  football 
player  with  no  prior  health  issues,  fainted  at  a bus  stop. 


Sandy ’s  perfectly  healthy  son  and  daughter,  and  Sandy  herself,  are  getting  sick.  Could  the  cause  be  Treasure  Island s toxic 
asbestos,  mold,  lead,  radiation  or  chemicals? 


: 


She  is  concerned  her  daughter  might  have  gallstones  which  run  in  her  family  and  are  sometimes  a pregnancy  side  effect.  Ashley 
has  never  been  pregnant. 

Sandy  is  seeking  medical  help  and  diagnoses  for  herself  and  both  children.  Fearful  of  radiation  exposure,  she  will  arrange  an 
appointment  with  a radiologist  for  her  daughter. 
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Worried  Terrell’s  fainting  meant  he  could  have  the  kind  of  heart  trouble  that  has  felled  some  athletes,  she  took  him  to  a 
cardiologist.  Though  his  physicians  deemed  him  healthy,  she  is  making  available  to  his  college  doctors  a battery  of  medical  tests 
and  records  in  case  anything  happens  to  him  during  his  athletic  program. 

Suspecting  her  own  stomach  pains  are  stress-related,  she  visits  a therapist. 
Despite  this  wise  precaution,  last  week  she  took  to  her  bed  hoping  if  she  lay 
still  she  wouldn’t  hurt  so  much. 

Smoking  gun 

It  is  convenient  for  those  who  want  to  avoid  the  expense  of  leading  to  safety 
a population  they  sickened  “with  intent”  that  the  triggers  come  from  so  many 
directions  it  is  quite  difficult  to  link  diseases  with  causes.  The  sheer  number 
of  illness-producing  toxins,  however,  convinces  the  intelligent  mind  the 
island’s  contamination  is  the  absolute  culprit. 

Probe 

A Wednesday,  June  11,  20 14,  blog  post  by  San  Francisco  Chronicle  reporter 
Marisa  Lagos  was  headlined,  “Probe  finds  no  evidence  of  higher  cancer  rates 
on  Treasure  Island.”  Lagos  presented  a probe  - not  a study  - conducted  by 
the  California  Cancer  Prevention  Institute  between  2002  and  2011.  The 
institute  disallowed  this  probe  as  definitive,  in  part  because  the  population 
under  investigation  was  transient. 

During  the  nine-year  period  of  the  “probe,”  48  cancer  cases  were  reported. 
Yet,  even  in  a fluid  demographic  of  2,000  persons,  an  average  of  5.33  cancer 
cases  per  year  is  high.  In  this  paradigm,  a person  has  better  odds  of  getting 
cancer  from  exposure  to  Treasure  Island  than  winning  the  lottery,  dying  in  a 
plane  crash,  or  being  hit  by  a car.  And,  strictly  apart  from  cold  statistics,  can 
anyone  tell  these  five  individuals  their  case  is  unimportant?  Certainly,  the  • 
suggestion  would  offend  friends  or  family  who  care  about  them. 

Demolition  in  toxic  wind 

Sandy  is  nervous  that  one  of  the  most  toxic  areas  the  Navy  is  “remediating”  is  cordoned  off  at  Northpoint  Court-Bayside  Drive 
a few  feet  from  her  house.  She  knows  the  island’s  powerful  winds  blow  contamination  everywhere.  She  observed  that  the 
exterior  upstairs  windows  of  the  former  military  bungalows  on  that  toxic  site,  which  are  hidden  from  street  view  facing  the 
ocean,  were  removed.  These  open  holes  allow  gales  from  the  Bay  to  blast  the  toxins  from  these  radioactive  buildings  into 
nearby  homes,  including  hers. 

Sandy’s  broken  record  pleas:  Move  residents  off  Treasure  Island 

She  believes  The  City,  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)  and  the  power  brokers  who  stand  to  make  billions  from 
island  redevelopment  ought  to  spend  the  mere  millions  necessary  to  help  affected  residents  leave  the  island. 

Sandy  has  spoken  relentlessly  in  public  forums,  insisting,  in  broken 
record  fashion,  what  she  told  me,  “Site  12  needs  to  be  relocated,  and 
that  is  all  areas  of  the  contaminated  island,”  she  stated  firmly.  “I 
mean,  literally  the  whole  island.” 

At  a recent  community  meeting  held  in  Treasure  Island’s  Ship  Shape 
Building,  she  respectfully  addressed  Bob  Beck,  director  of  Treasure 
Island  Development  Corporation  (TIDC),  the  money-making  arm  of 
TIDA.  “You  don’t  think  Site  12  should  be  evacuated,  I mean,  until 
it’s  all  (cleaned  up)?  I mean,  you  don’t  think  that’s  possible  or 
necessary?” 


This  broken  out  window  is  in  a house  close  to 


Sandy  Agee’s  that  has  been  radiologically 
impacted.  When  that  condemned  house  is 
demolished,  will  Sandy  and  her  children  be 
showered  with  radioactive  fallout?  - Photo: 
Carol  Harvey 


Sandy  Agee  testifies  before  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
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“No,  I don’t  think  it’s  necessary,”  replied  Beck.  Supervisors  in  June.  “What  can  we  do?”  she  asks. 

“There  are  more  sick  people  out  there.” 

Sandy  persisted,  pointing  at  another  community  member  sitting 
nearby,  “These  units  on  Bayside  . . . are  (as  close  as)  from  him  to 
me.” 

She  expressed  her  deep  concern  about  toxic,  possibly  radioactive,  dust  blowing  all  over  the  residents  and  into  their  homes  when 
the  contaminated  buildings  across  the  street  are  finally  demolished. 

“When  they  start  to  . . . tear  down  (these  buildings),  I just  can’t  see  . . . that  all  the  residents  who  live  right  there  on  Bayside, 
they’re  all  going  to  be  safe  by  living  so  close  to  these  - I’m  assuming  - contaminated  units?” 

Beck  sidestepped  Sandy’s  query,  observing  perfunctorily  that  the  Navy  put  up  air  monitors.  He  would  stick  around  and  answer 
more  questions  later.  Beck  did  not  talk  to  her  after  the  meeting,  Sandy  reported. 


Sandy  Agee  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors 

Earlier,  on  Wednesday,  May  14,  2014,  Sandy  stood  stalwart  before  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  and  carefully 
explained  what  she  later  told  me:  “The  (low  tarp-covered  fences)  they  have  surrounding  the  buildings  (are  useless).  I’m  like 
5-foot-9,  so  I can  actually  almost  literally  just  stand  on  my  tiptoes  (at  the  kitchen  window)  and  look  over  these  barriers  into  the 
contaminated  buildings  across  from  (my)  house. 

“So,  can  you  really  say,  you  know,  the  air  won’t  affect  us?”  she  asked. 

Some  Supervisors  sat  playing  with  their  cell  phones  barely  appearing  to  listen. 

Sandy  pressed  on,  addressing  them  politely:  “I’m  not  saying  that  you  all  don’t  care.  I just  think  it’s  different,  and  you  can’t  see  it 
from  our  point  of  view  - some  of  you  — because  you  don’t  five  there. 

“And  you  know  it’s  not  safe.  It’s  not.  We  have  a lot  of  sick  kids  coming  up.  I have  two. 

“I  love  Treasure  Island,  but  I also  don’t  want  to  die.  I mean,  I know  at  some  point  we  all  do,  but ...”  At  the  two-minute  bell, 
they  turned  off  the  mike.  Her  “Thank  you”  was  barely  audible. 

A criminal  violation 

Through  her  relentless  research  into  records  since  the  Navy  commandeered  the  island  in  1941,  Sandy’s  friend,  Kathryn 
Lundgren,  found  incontrovertible  proof  that,  after  the  Navy  erected  these  buildings  in  the  1960s-1970s,  it  criminally  violated  its 
own  asbestos  abatement  laws. 
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A 1997  Navy  document  that  Kathryn  found  states,  following  a survey  identifying  Asbestos  Containing  Material  (ACM)  in  the 
1200  series  buildings  where  both  Sandy  and  Kathryn  now  reside,  a walk-through  visual  inspection  was  planned.  The  report 
confirms  that,  “Any  damaged,  friable,  and  accessible  Asbestos  Containing  Material  (ACM)  within  reuse  Zone  4 will  be  abated 
by  the  Navy  before  the  area  can  be  occupied.” 

In  other  words,  the  Navy’s  regulations  specifically  mandate  that  these  units  cannot  be  available  for  occupancy  - or  even  briefly 
entered  - until  the  area  is  cleaned  and  all  asbestos  removed.  Kathryn  is  adamant  that  the  Navy  acted  criminally  when  it  allowed 
2,000  plus  residents  and  maintenance  staff  to  enter,  work  and  live  in  these  asbestos-filled  buildings. 


i 


In  Civic  Center  after  the  Supervisors’  meeting,  Sandy  observed  sadly,  “We’re  going  to  leave  this  world  someday,  but  we’re 
trying  to  have  a long,  healthy  life,  and  it’s  no  longer  healthy  living  on  Treasure  Island.” 

Relocate  us,  please 


. 


“Site  12  needs  to  be  relocated  - all  areas  of  the  contaminated  island.  I mean  literally  the  whole  island.  They  keep  saying  it’s 
safe,  but  it  ’s  not.  We  have  the  radiation.  We  have  black  mold,  mold,  asbestos,  and  lead.  People  are  getting  sick.  ” 

“I  just  think  they  should  relocate  everyone.  I really  do.  Because  not  only  Kathryn’s  family  is  sick.  There’s  other  sick  people  on 
the  island,”  says  Sandy,  including  herself  and  her  children. 

Sandy  sees  that,  despite  San  Francisco’s  high  rents  which  have  locked  cash-strapped  island  residents  into  their  low-cost  or 
subsidized  homes,  Kathryn  brokered  an  arrangement  whereby  the  John  Stewart  realty  company  foots  the  bill  for  temporary 
housing  in  the  South  of  Market  District  until  Kathryn  makes  a decision  about  whether  she  will  return  to  the  island. 

There  is  the  hope  that  other  residents  will  start  pushing  on  their  own  because  “They  did  it  for  Kathryn,  so  they  have  to  do  it  for 
me.” 

Later,  Sandy  repeated  what  she  tried  to  impress  on  the  Supervisors  - that  the  Treasure  Island  situation  is  dire  - for  herself,  her 
family  and  her  neighbors. 

“I  know  some  day  that  we  all  will  die,”  she  said.  “But  I don’t  want  to  die  right  now.  Living  on  Treasure  Island,  you  never  know 
when  it’s  going  to  happen.” 


Carol  Harvey  is  a San  Francisco  political  journalist  specializing  in  human  rights  and  civil  rights.  She  can  be  reached  at 
carolharvevsfla); vahoo.com. 
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Elevated  radiation  level  discovered  in  Treasure 
Island  home,  Navy  says 

By  Chris  Roberts  @Cbloggy 

RELATED  STORIES 

Kim  asks  Navy  for  answers  to 
Treasure  Island  testing  plan 

By  Jessica  Kwong 

Navy  to  conduct  radiological 
testing  of  leased  homes  on 
Treasure  Island 

Byjessica  Kwong 
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The  Navy  has  discovered  radiation  above  a normal  level  in  a home  on  Treasure  island. 

Radiation  above  normal  levels  has  been  detected  in  a home  on  Treasure  Island,  according  to  the 
U.S.  Navy. 


The  Navy  discovered  the  elevated  levels  of  radiation  in  Unit  F of  building  1303,  which  is 
unoccupied,  NBC  Bay  Area  reported.  The  Navy  once  used  the  man-made  San  Francisco  Bay 
island  as  a base  and  is  responsible  for  cleaning  it  up  before  Lennar  Corp.  builds  8,000 
homes  there. 


Radiation  in  the  home  is  above  normal  background  levels,  but  well  below  the  threshold  to 
cause  health  problems,  the  Navy  said.  The  radiation  "equates  to  an  expected  annual  dose  of 
no  more  than"  5.5  millirems,  according  to  the  Navy. 

By  comparison,  a roundtrip  cross-country  flight  exposes  a passenger  to  3.7  millirems  of 
radiation,  the  Navy  said. 

So  far,  the  Navy  has  performed  radiation  tests  on  325  of  the  existing  600  residential  units  on 
the  island.  It  plans  to  finish  testing  by  September. 

Radiation  may  stem  from  ships  that  were  exposed  to  nuclear  weapons  testing  in  the  Pacific 
Ocean,  according  to  the  Center  for  Investigative  Reporting,  which  first  reported  that  the 
Navy  had  underestimated  contamination  on  the  island. 


Treasure  Island  is  part  of  San  Francisco,  and  The  City  paid  the  Navy  $103  million  for  it  in 
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Hundreds  sweat  and  strain  at  CrossFit 
contests  on  Treasure  Island 


Treasure  Island  turned  into  the  battle  of  the  biceps  Sunday,  as  300  athletes  tested  their  physical  limits  in  the  CrossFit  Summer  Throwdown. 

As  a DJ  spun  thumping  dance  beats  near  the  water's  edge,  male  and  female  weight  lifters  competed  against  the  clock  to  see  who  could  do  the  most  squats, 
dead  lifts,  power  snatches,  burpees  and  hops  with  a jump  rope. 

Winners  get  bragging  rights,  fist  bumps  and  recognition  for  their  gyms  and  coaches. 

"Winners  are  recognized  as  the  fittest  in  Northern  California,"  said  event  sponsor  Chris  LaLanne,  grand-nephew  of  the  late  fitness  icon  Jack  LaLanne  and 
owner  of  LaLanne  Fitness  CrossFit  in  San  Francisco. 

When  LaLanne  and  his  wife,  Maribel,  opened  their  gym  in  2008,  there  were  500  CrossFit  affiliate  gyms  nationwide.  The  appeal  of  CrossFit's  high 
intensity,  boot-camp-style  training  program  has  spread,  and  there  are  now  10,000  CrossFit  gyms  and  hundreds  of  regional  throw-downs  across  the 
country. 

While  the  movement  has  its  detractors,  who  say  high-weight,  high-iepetition  workouts  lead  to  sports  injuries  advocates  say  CrossFit  is  strict  on 
technique.  Done  properly,  CrossFit  shouldn't  hurt  you,  said  Kevin  McPhee,  an  organizer. 

The  popularity  of  CrossFit  can  be  seen  in  the  amount  of  attendant  goods:  There  were  vendors  selling  such  items  as  salves  forbloody  callouses  tube  socks 
that  say  "I'm  The  Man,"  compression  tape  for  muscle  aches, and  paleo  chocolate  chip  cookies. 

"Hove  the  community  aspect  of  it ...  No  matter  how  new  you  are  to  CrossFit  you  are  going  to  get  the  same  level  of  support  as  an  elite  athlete,"  said  Chyna 
Cho,  owner  of  the  Fremont  CrossFit  gym,  who  recently  took  15th  place  at  the  World  CrossFit  Games  in  Los  Angeles.  There  she  competed  against  75,000 

Cho,  who  is  now  sponsored  by  Reebok,  was  among  several  thousand  spectators  who  came  to  Treasure  Island  to  coach  and  encourage  theirfellow  CrossFit 
team  members  from  the  sidelines. 

Anthony  Davenport,  29,  of  Manteca  (San  Joaquin  County)  - wearing  a red  wrestling  singlet,  a weight  belt,  knee  pads  and  gloves  - had  eight  minutes  to 
complete  15  225-pound  squats,  15  225-pound  dead  lifts,  15 135-pound  shoulder-to-overhaad  lifts  and  then  as  many  115-pound  power  snatches  as  possible 
beforethe  buzzer. 

With  90  seconds  to  go,  his  face  bright  red,  he  grabbed  the  bar  from  the  ground  and  thrust  it  over  his  head  15  more  times,  grimacing  and  shaking  with 
strained  effort  as  the  crowd  screamed  for  him  to  power  on. 

His  final  score  of  45  power  matches  put  him  in  contention  to  win  his  event  but  he  had  to  wait  for  the  judges  to  tally  the  soores. 

n sensor,"  Davenport  said.  "CrossFit  is  addictive,  because  no  matter  how  fast  you  can  go,  you  canalwa 


\ 


ays  go  faster  next  time 
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Chyna  Cho's  mother,  America  Planas,  shook  her  head  at  the  spectacle  of  sweat  and  strain. 
Cho,  whose  fiance  was  about  to  compete,  smiled. 

’Yeah,  you  gotta  be  a little  cra2y  to  do  this,"  she  said. 


aysf 


Meredith  May  is 


i Ftancisco  Chronide  staff  \ 
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How  the  Navy 


made  Treasure  Island  a radiation  dump,  them  promised  to  clean  it  up  and  didn’t 

August  17,  2014 

Like  -fT]  TWeet  | (T) 

For  Mason,  Terrell  T-Rex  Gucci,  Luciana,  Auxie,  Quinn,  Gabe,  Nestor,  Praise,  Stefania  and  Justus 

by  Carol  Harvey 

Part  One:  We  all  got  in  a room,  and  we’re,  like,  where  can  we  find  more  information,  historically? 


Foreword 

“We  were  bom  with  extraordinary  powers,  abilities,  the  next  stage  in  human  evolution.”  Recently  released,  “X-Men:  Days  Of 
Future  Past”  is  the  saga  of  an  attempt  to  prevent  a human  and  mutant  extinction  event.  The  genius  telepathic  mind  of  Professor 
X - Charles  Xavier  - travels  to  the  Nixon  era  through  Wolverine’s  mutant  consciousness.  There,  Xavier  confronts  his  past  self. 
“Please,”  pleads  Xavier,  “We  need  you  to  hope  again.” 

The  film  asks:  Have  humans  murdered  hope?  “Is  the  future  set?  Can  we  change  our  fate?” 

Perhaps  kids  gaze  past  their  parents’  denial  into  the  future  taking  for  granted  we’re  changed  forever.  Who  knows  what  manner 
of  creature  our  species  is  becoming?  What  adolescent  collective  subconscious  spawned  re-mns  about  teenage  turtles  who 
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mutated  into  - er  - ninjas?  (Reputedly,  this  one’s  a dud.) 

Like  the  X-Men  championed  in  film  extravaganzas,  will  we  develop 
superpowers?  Or,  maybe,  like  Rachel  Dratch’s  Saturday  Night  Live 
humanoid,  our  head  will  sprout  an  arm. 

When  scientists  in  the  bowels  of  the  University  of  Chicago  or  the  Los 
Alamos  desert  split  the  atom  enabling  Harry  S.  Truman  to  bomb  Hiroshima 
and  Nagasaki,  the  tiny  building  blocks  of  human  DNA  were  permanently 
altered.  Suddenly,  in  the  ‘50s,  after  atom  and  hydrogen  bomb  testing,  a 
frantic  world  sought  cancer  cures. 

Radiation  fragments  atoms 

Decaying  radioactive  materials  produce  ionizing  radiation.  The  most 
common  are  alpha  and  beta  particles,  or  gamma  and  x-rays.  An  ionizing 
radiation  charge  jolts  electrons  out  of  atoms  and  fractures  chemical  bonds. 

Broad  atomic  destruction  occurs  in  human  tissue.  The  body’s  attempts  to 
repair  itself  produce  cancer  cells  and  birth  defects. 

Halle  Berry  as  Storm  in  “X-Men:  Days  of 

Through  long-term  observation  of  uranium  miners,  Japanese  atomic  bomb  Future  Past” 
blast  survivors  and  Bikini  atoll  nuclear  fallout  victims,  scientists  learned  that 
people  who  worked  with,  or  were  exposed  to,  radioactive  material  developed 
cancers  or  mutations. 

But  not  generations  of  Treasure  Island  residents  who  are  living  with  radiation  from  ships  at  Bikini.  Though  the  Navy  has  the 
data,  it  never  conducted  longitudinal  studies  of  adults  and  children  it  “impacted”  with  radioactivity. 

I) 


Dave’s  ‘HRASTM’ 

On  June  25,  2014,  Radiation  Cleanup  Project  Manager  Dave  Clark  was  lit  by  a San  Francisco  Bay  sunset  penetrating  Casa  de 
La  Vista  windows.  As  he  introduced  an  overview  of  - wait  for  it  - the  Navy’s  2014  “Historical  Radiological  Assessment 
Supplemental  Technical  Memorandum”  for  the  Treasure  Island  Restoration  Advisory  Board,  I doubt  he  was  thinking  much 
about  kids.  But,  as  I videorecorded  his  talk  and  edited  35  minutes  of  footage,  these  pesky  miniature  human  beings  popped  up 
everywhere. 

If  you’re  a San  Francisco  taxpayer,  you’ll  want  to  know  about  the  toxic  treasure  you’re  buying.  The  wider  Bay  Area  is  affected, 
too.  As  the  Fukushima  disaster  makes  clear,  radiation  doesn’t  stay  put. 

From  my  first  row  spot  behind  the  camera,  I could  see  that  Dave’s  task  was  huge. 

He  promised  that  an  online  copy  of  the  2014  “HRASTM”  - “Tech  Memo,”  for  short  - would  be  available  by  July.  “There’s  a lot 
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of  information  in  the  document.  This  is  an  overview  just  to  give  you 
an  idea  of  what’s  going  to  be  in  there.  Once  you  all  get  it,”  urged 
Dave,  “bring  on  the  questions.  We’ll  have  future  meetings  and 
discussions  on  whatever  your  specific  issues  are.” 

As  the  lead  project  manager  on  former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island, 
he  had  a lot  of  field  work  and  research  under  his  belt,  and  he  knew 
the  subject  cold.  Plus,  Dennis  Kelly  of  Tetra  Tech  was  there  to  back 
him  on  details. 

At  his  back  stood  Keith  Forman,  the  Navy’s  environmental 
coordinator;  at  his  right,  the  seven-member  environmental 
Restoration  Advisory  Board  (RAB),  citizen  council  to  the  Navy  on 
cleanup.  To  his  left,  state  Water  Board  and  Department  of  Toxic 
Substance  Control  members  peered  across  a table. 

Dan  Stone,  John  Stewart  property  manager,  had  descended  from  his  Yerba  Buena  Island  catbird  seat  over  the  Bay  Bridge.  Next 
to  him  sat  a few  of  Dave’s  technical  buddies. 

In  the  audience  hunkered  the  “usual  suspects,”  the  same  old  disgruntled  residents  Dave  expected. 

But,  as  he  looked  out  over  the  sprinkling  of  attendees  - complete  with  videographer;  that  would  be  me  - he  saw  none  of  the  500 
children  who  inhabit  the  island. 

Snapshots  in  time 

Clarifying  some  acronyms  for  the  audience,  he  neglected  HRASTM. 

HRA  means  Historical  Radiological  Assessment.  This  2014  “snapshot  in  time”  shows  how  the  Navy  made  Treasure  Island  a 
fl  ^ radiation  dump,  then  tried  to  clean  it  up.  STM  means  Supplemental  Technical  Memorandum;  the  Navy  updated  it  and  appended 
more  stats.  They  completed  two  previous  HRASTMs  in  2006  and  2012. 

! 

Dave  and  Dennis:  Historical  Radiological  Assessment  references 

Clark  presented  a long  list  of  resources  the  Navy  searched  and  studied  to  find  evidence  of  radiological  “hot  spots”  on  former 
Naval  Station  Treasure  Island.  Clark  introduced  Dennis  Kelly  of  Tetra  Tech,  a remediation  contractor  for  the  Navy.  Clark 
credited  Kelly  with  doing  the  major  portion  of  the  historical  research. 
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Navy  searched  folks  who  lived  Treasure  Island  history 

For  the  2014  HRA,  Clark  said,  “We  all  got  in  a room  and  we’re  like,  where  can  we  find  more  information  about  Treasure  Island 
historically?” 

“This  is  sort  of  the  no-stone-left-untumed  philosophy,”  said  Clark.  They  talked  to  people  involved  in  the  1950  radium  spill  in 
Building  233,  photographers  and  engineers  who  designed  and  oversaw  military  housing  construction.  Dave  Kelly  did  extensive 
internet  research  on  the  “foils.”  (Of  foils,  more  in  Part  3.) 


Navy  insists  grading  alone  pushed  toxins  into  the  Site  12  housing  area 


The  understandably  irritated  resident  contingent  knew  that  up  until 
2012,  after  the  Navy  had  lumped  along  for  years  not  finding  much  - 
all  the  while  reassuring  them  there  were  few  radiological  dangers  - 
two  investigative  reporters  invaded  the  island  with  geiger  counters 
and  unearthed  a piece  of  soil  that  registered  spiking  radiation  levels. 

The  California  Department  of  Public  Health,  charged  with  protecting 
Californians  from  environmental  poisons,  stepped  on  some  heels. 
“You  aren’t  digging  deep  enough,  Navy.  Try  harder.” 

Dave  did  confess,  “It’s  been  a long  time,  maybe  too  long.”  He  then 
downgraded  the  scandal  to  minor  kerfuffle  status,  noting  the  CDPH 
“became  interested.”  Though  he  promised  to  do  his  “best,”  Clark 
brushed  quickly  through  ways  the  Navy  radiologically  impacted  the 
island.  He  said  they  did  it  mainly  through  “operations”  - dumping 
radioactive  waste  into  sewers  - or  “training”  - sailors  washing 
radium  226  from  a mock  ship. 


Radiological  object  removed  from  beneath  Building 
1101  slab,  summer  2014 


CDPH  had  advised  the  Navy  their  survey  of  Site  12,  where  people  live,  provided  insufficient  information.  The  Navy’s  housing 
and  historical  solid  waste  disposal  areas,  otherwise  known  as  bum  pits,  were  located  in  Site  12.  “What  was  going  on  there?” 
CDPH  asked. 


“Mostly,”  Clark  admitted,  “what  was  going  on  there  is  the  grading,”  hot  objects  shoved  out  of  bum  pit  dirt,  probably  by 
bulldozers,  when  the  Navy  constructed  military  housing  on  Site  12  in  the  1960s. 

When  the  housing  was  constructed,  material  was  pushed  in  the  soil  from  the  perimeters  where  the  Navy  has  identified  the 
known  solid  waste  disposal  areas  “to  various  spots  within  the  housing  area.”  Clark  called  this  “the  big  thing.” 

Lo  and  behold!  In  late  2013-2014,  radioactive  stuff  began  to  surface  from  lawns.  Dave  referenced  a radiological  object  removed 
from  beneath  Building  1101  slab  on  Bigelow  Court  during  summer  2014. 


# 
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Technobabble 

The  Navy  famously  grinds  out  lengthy  reports.  To  avoid  re-spelling  technical  terms  while  wading  through  this  weed-garden  of 
verbiage,  they  created  sweet  little  acronyms:  HRAs,  SWDAs,  LLROs  (Low  Level  Radioactive  Objects).  Technobabble  like 
impact,  background,  data  gaps  investigation,  unlicensed  sources,  rad  and  foil  impart  a scientific  shine. 

‘Impacted’ 

Dave  defined  “impacted.”  His  screen  trumpeted,  “A  rad  impacted  site  is  an  area  with  a possibility  of  containing  residual 
radioactivity  in  excess  of  natural  background.”  Translation:  “We  think  there  may  be  radioactivity  at  that  spot,  so  we’re  going  to 
dig  in  there  and  find  out  what’s  up.”  Dave  emphasized  “possibility.”  Never  admit  it’s  radioactive. 

Unfortunately,  Dave  used  “impacted”  as  both  adjective  and  verb.  Adjective:  “The  impacted  building  was  entered.”  Verb:  “We’ll 
impact  the  building  and  scan  for  radiation.”  Some  irritated  people  want  to  impact  the  Navy  hard  on  the  nose  - and  not  just  for 
this  foggy  definitional  delivery. 

‘Background’ 


The  technobabble  term  “natural  background”  clouds  things.  The  Navy’s  schizoid  “background”  definition  often  refers  to 
non-ionizing  radiation,  say,  from  microwaves.  Other  times,  the  Navy’s  definition  implies  ionizing  radiation  that  slams  human 
atoms  with  effects  too  minimal  to  hurt  them.  “Above-background  radiation”  appears  to  mean  ionizing  radiation  carrying  a 
charge  strong  enough  to  knock  electrons  from  atoms  and  harm  human  tissue.  This,  however,  is  a contradiction  in  terms.  When, 
human  atoms  are  smashed  with  any  level  of  energy,  breakage  happens. 

Ionizing  radiation  emanates  from  natural  and  artificial  sources.  The  earth’s  crust,  atmosphere,  cosmic  rays  and  radioisotopes 
produce  the  greatest  annual  exposure. 

Artificial  radiation  comes  from  chronic  sources  - medical  x-rays,  smoking,  air  travel  - or  high  exposure  events:  nuclear 
weapons  testing  and  nuclear  accidents. 

People  close  to  traumatic  high  exposure  quickly  sicken  and  die.  Distance  protects  you. 

Robert  Frost’s  poetic  line  about  “happiness”  cannot  be  changed  to  “Radioactivity  makes  up  in  height  for  what  it  lacks  in 
length.”  Both  duration  and  height  bring  danger.  Chronic  low  level  contact  with  radiation,  like  that  being  experienced  by  today’s 
Site  12  residents,  is  as  death-dealing  as  sudden  high  exposure,  merely  slower. 

EPA  sets  torturouslv  conservative  danger  limits:  “(H)ealth  physicists  currently  estimate  that  overall,  if  each  person  in  a group  of 
10,000  people  [is]  exposed  to  1 rem  of  ionizing  radiation,  in  small  doses  over  a lifetime,  we  would  expect  five  or  six  more 
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people  to  die  of  cancer  than  would  otherwise.” 

No  one  has  set  an  effective  lowest  danger  mark  on  background  ionizing  radiation.  “Above  natural  background”  is  an  artificial 
term.  Because  it  breaks  things,  all  ionizing  radiation  is  foreground. 

Chronic  low  level  contact  with  radiation,  like  that  being  experienced  by  today’s  Site  12  residents,  is  as 
death-dealing  as  sudden  high  exposure,  merely  slower. 

Bring  radiation  levels  back  to  where  they  were  before  they  dropped  the  bomb 

Since  Hiroshima-Nagasaki,  Chernobyl  and  Fukushima,  experts  have  arbitrarily  tweaked  background  tolerance  levels  to  market 
radioactive  goods.  Kathryn  Lundgren  pointed  out  that,  following  the  Fukushima  disaster,  U.S.  former  Secretary  of  State  Hillary 
Clinton  didn’t  announce  a boycott  of  Japan’s  radiation-contaminated  fish,  65  percent  of  which  tested  positive  for  cesium. 

U.S.  food  safety  agencies  simply  raised  acceptable  radiation  levels.  As  this  happens,  the  frog  is  boiled. 

More  technobabble:  LLROs,  Low  Level  Radioactive  Objects,  will  smash  your  atoms  just  as  fast  as  high  level  radiation  will. 
Either  way,  your  atoms  are  being  smashed. 

Since  Hiroshima-Nagasaki,  Chernobyl  and  Fukushima,  experts  have  arbitrarily  tweaked  background 
tolerance  levels  to  market  radioactive  goods. 

Historical  slices 


To  organize  his  snapshot  in  one  slice  of  historical  time,  Dave  subdivided  his  Powerpoint  outline  into  standardized  HRASTM 
subsections,  repeating  the  same  material  up  to  three  times:  key  topics,  field  work,  summary,  conclusions,  findings,  areas  of 
interest. 


To  help  you  wrap  your  brain  around  the  Navy’s  historical  impact,  I will  organize  the  island  into  three  - no,  four  - easily  grasped 
geographical  sections  based  on  Dave’s  over-complicated  format.  This  division  throws  classist-racist  red  lines  into  relief.  (Part  2 
of  this  series  will  cover  the  “other  two  thirds”  and  how  it  impacted  Part  3,  the  Site  2 neighborhood.) 


Slice  One,  the  ‘bottom  two-thirds’:  What  the  Navy  did  to  the  ‘bottom  two-thirds’  that  impacted  Site  12 
residents 

The  Navy’s  heavily  “impacted”  area  made  people  in  Site  12  sick. 


A smelly  wastewater  treatment  plant  festers  at  the  far  end  of  the  area  Dave  called  the  “bottom  two-thirds,”  a decrepit  eastern 
segment  filled  with  the  Starburst  Barracks  - a 1970s  Naval  dorm  - storage  tanks,  tattered  ‘50s-style  lead-painted  wood 
structures,  light  industry  rentals  or  abandoned  buildings  bearing  asbestos  warning  signs. 

Dave  said  his  “common  sense  evaluation  of  the  bottom  two-thirds  of  Treasure  Island”  - everything  outside  of  Site  12  - told 
him,  when  the  Navy  took  over  from  the  1936-1939  Exposition,  they  demolished  old  buildings  and  built  other  things. 
Photographs  illustrating  building  history  told  Dave  “there  wasn’t  a lot  happening.” 

Au  contraire,  my  good  lead  cleanup  guy!  You  neglected  to  mention  what  you  know.  Sometime  in  this  section’s  history: 

• The  Navy  maintained  at  least  two  radiation  storage  drums. 

• A 1950s  fire  training  school  leaked  dioxin-producing  petroleum. 

• A Hangar  3 optical  shop  spilled  radiation  into  sewers. 

• Ships  returned  from  Operation  Crossroads  nuclear  tests  to  dock  outside  hangar  3 exuding  fallout. 

• In  Building  233',  at  Avenue  M and  Third,  in  January  1950,  the  worst  radiation  spill  in  island  history,  occurred,  but  the 
building  was  left  standing  until  2011. 

• West  down  Avenue  M,  the  Navy  erected  three  RADIAC  training  school  buildings  where  radionuclides  were  stored  in 
bunkers  for  instrument  maintenance  and  calibration  courses. 

• Finally,  the  Navy  transferred  from  one  Bayside  location  to  another  a fake  ship  from  which  sailors  washed  radioactive 
waste. 
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Slice  Two,  Site  12:  How  Site  12  residents  got  ‘impacted’ 

This  far  western  section  of  Treasure  Island,  a residential  area  of  2,000  people  - some  ill,  extends  from  Ninth  Street  to  the 
northern  riprap  perimeter  facing  the  Golden  Gate.  For  Dave,  all  evidence  substantiated  Site  12’s  sole  function  as  a Solid  Waste 
Disposal  Area  (SWDA)  - an  open  field  where  the  Navy  set  everything  imaginable  ablaze  in  several  bum  pits  and,  after  San 
Francisco  complained  the  air  was  being  polluted,  one  big-ass  incinerator. 

^ Then,  as  Dave  previously  confessed,  “It’s  all  about  the  grading.”  They  irradiated  Site  12  by  pushing  hot  objects  outward  from 
\ w this  enormous  disposal  area  during  military  housing  construction.  Evidence,  however,  treated  in  Parts  Two  and  Three,  indicates 
the  presence  of  radioactive  objects  in  Site  12  soil  from  a far  wider  variety  of  sources  than  merely  grading. 

Slice  Three:  Holes 

Finally,  Dave  isolated  “holes,”  areas  fenced  or  covered  by  buildings  like  the  old  fire  station  at  10th  and  Avenue  D.  He  decided 
no  toxic  activity  was  conducted  in  “holes.”  The  Navy  won’t  impact  them. 

My  conclusion:  ‘Impact’  the  whole  damn  island 

Since  the  Navy  saturated  the  entire  island  with  not  just  two  - but  over  20  - types  of  radiation,  over  20  types  of  chemicals,  as 
well  as  asbestos,  mold  and  lead,  all  of  which  are  seriously  compromising  peoples’  health,  they  should  “impact”  the  entire  place. 

Slice  Four:  Little  silver  sliver 

Though  he  was  standing  on  it,  Dave  ignored  a crescent-shaped  slice 
of  land  near  the  Bay  Bridge  Willie  Brown  span  whose  east  border 
begins  with  Clipper  Cove  at  the  108  bus  entrance  and  ends  on 
California  Avenue,  one  block  west.  This  shining  little  land  sliver  is 
the  least  radiologically  impacted,  safest,  cleanest,  most  beautiful  part 
of  the  island.  It  is  the  only  “treasure”  most  island  employees.  Job 
Corps  students  and  the  public  ever  see. 

There,  sunset  photographers  stand  below  Building  One,  a 1936 
Exposition  relic.  Inside  this  graceful  curved  monument  you’ll  fmd 
executive  offices  for  Mirian  Saez,  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority  director,  Navy  Remediation  Coordinator  Keith  Forman, 
and  Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development  Initiative  (TIHDI) 
employees  overseeing  2,000  subsidized  households.  When  not 
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that  Mirian  Saez  claims  can  shoot  18,000  feet,  all  the  grabbing  takeout  from  the  Treasure  Island  Bar  and  Grill  next  door, 
way  to  Oakland.  this  elite  seems  secluded  in  their  stone  paradise. 


During  a promotional  video  travelog  aired  on  PBS  by  KVIE’s  “Rob 
on  the  Road,”  cheery,  petite  Mirian  Saez  enumerated  marvels  found  on  this  shining  wedge: 


• Building  One  - modeme  art  deco 

• Mirian  Saez’  office  with  paintings  of  the  Golden  Gate  Exposition  (But,  you  don’t  get  to  go  in  there.) 

• One  Naval  history  mural 

• Six  World’s  Fair  statues 

• Two  restaurants 

• A yacht  club 

• A sailing  school 

• Nimitz  Chapel  - Admiral  Nimitz  Orchestrated  WWW  II  Pacific  theater  battles. 

• Artists’  studios  where  Marco  Cochran  constructed  “Bliss  Dance,”  a 40-foot  dancing  woman  sculpture  for  Burning  Man, 
now  sitting  on  the  island’s  Great  Lawn 

• A flea  market 

• Five  wineries 

• Island  Creative,  a production  company 

• Great  views 

• Rock  concerts 

• Pavilion  by  the  Bay  - proms,  parties,  weddings 

• An  ornate  key  to  the  island  presented  by  Gov.  Schwarzenegger 

• A small  World  War  II  armament:  “The  Gunnery  Thing” 

Mirian  Saez’s  ‘gunnery  thing’ 


Back  to  the  kids. 


During  the  KVIE  video,  Mirian  Saez,  with  bright,  chirpy  exultations  about 
this  wonderful  island,  walks  us  to  a small  squat  miniature  camion.  She 
remarks  to  TV  host  Rob  Stewart  that  the  Navy  moved  out  in  ‘96,  leaving 
such  armaments  “hangin’  around.” 


“And  it  fires  18,000  yards,”  enthused  Rob. 


Saez  joked,  “We  can  reach  Oakland  with  that  range.” 


When  Treasure  Island  whistleblower  Kathryn  Lundgren  and  I strolled 
sun-blasted  Clipper  Cove,  she  observed  that  kids  climb  on  that  “gunnery 
training  thing. 


“A  teenage  boy  is  going  to  be  like,  ‘I’m  a gunner!’ 


“It  shouldn’t  be  accessible  to  children.  There’s  rusted  metal  parts  on  it. 


“Also,  it’s  just  - ugly!  If  you’re  going  to  keep  it  out  here  as  some  kind  of 
icon,  then  frickin’  repair  it.  Paint  it  - 1 don’t  know  - a pretty  daisy  yellow.  I 
mean,  stick  a flower  in  the  end.  Make  it  cool. 


“It’s  really  annoying.  It’s  like,  ‘We’re  so  proud  of  this  thing  we  abandoned. 
But,  hey,  when  it’s  useful  . . . 

In  the  video,  Mirian  Saez  points  out  that  only  this  little  sliver  and  the 
abutting  300  acres  of  the  island’s  eastern  coast  will  be  redeveloped.  The 
architects  have  designated  the  rest  - Site  12,  the  Navy’s  radiation  dump  - for 


Site  12  is  color  bordered;  the  “bottom  two 
thirds”  of  the  island  is  what’s  left. 

parks,  gardens  and  places  for  people  to  “recreate.” 


t 


The  reason:  Site  12  is  so  toxic  no  one  can  live  there  - except  for  thousands  of  low-income  people  who  from  1999  to  the  present 
moved  into  old  moldy,  asbestos-filled  military  housing.  Two  thousand  souls  live  there  now.  What  about  them? 
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Which  prompted  Kathryn  Lundgren  to  remark:  “It’s  just  like  the  people.  We’ll  abandon  them  when  we  don’t  need  them 
anymore.” 


| ^ Well,  what  does  TIDA  need  them  for?  Infrastructure  placeholders?  Rent? 


For  some  reason,  I thought  of  all  the  kids  on  Site  12. 

Site  12  is  so  toxic  no  one  can  live  there  - except  for  thousands  of  low-income  people  who  from  1999  to 
the  present  moved  into  old  moldy,  asbestos-filled  military  housing.  Two  thousand  souls  live  there  now. 

What  about  them? 

Postscript:  The  young  island  people  I have  come  to  know  are  so  savvy,  so  funny,  so  smart  that  maybe,  just  maybe  - like  the 
mutant  icons  Hollywood  created  to  supercharge  teen  film  sales  - they  can  survive  and  find  a way  to  come  back  and  fix  the 
things  we  broke. 

Carol  Harvey  is  a San  Francisco  political  journalist  specializing  in  human  rights  and  civil  rights.  She  can  be  reached  at 
carolharvevsf@yahoo.com.  This  story  will  be  continued  in  Parts  Two  and  Three. 
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Rec  and  Park  extends  lease  for  Gleneagles 
operator 

C.W.  Nevius,  Marisa  Lagos 

August  21 , 2014  | Updated:  August  21 , 2014  7:58pm 

The  ongoing  saga  of  the  Gleneagles  Golf  Course  in  McLaren  Park  continued  Thursday  when  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Commission  voted  6-0  to  extend  the  lease  of  current  operator  Tom  Hsieh  for  another  nine  years. 

m 

Of  course,  that's  not  the  end  of  the  matter.  Hsieh  has  been  facing  a challenge  from  a renegade  group  of  golfers  who  want  to 
have  the  lease  contract  decided  in  an  open  bid  process.  Brian  Smith,  heading  up  this  alternative  group,  was  among  those 
who  spoke  at  the  meeting  Thursday. 

However,  opponents  were  outnumbered  by  a sizable  group  supporting 
Hsieh. 

"There  were  over  40  people  who  came  forward  and  recommended  that  the 
lease  be  extended,"  Hsieh  said.  "Only  two  people  came  from  the  other 
side." 

However,  the  real  test  is  expected  to  be  when  the  matter  is  taken  up  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  which  must  approve  the  terms.  At  that  point  Smith's 
group  will  make  the  case  that  the  bid  should  be  sent  back  to  the 
commission  and  opened  for  bidding. 

Hsieh  says  he  expects  that  it  will  take  roughly  three  weeks  to  get  to  the  board. 

- C.W.  Nevius 

* 

Radiation  readings:  The  U.S.  Navy  has  completed  its  surveys  of  Treasure  Island  and  found  two  more  locations  where 
higher-than-usual  radiation  levels  were  detected  - one  under  an  occupied  house,  a city  official  says. 
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In  all,  the  Navy  found  three  places  where  radiation  levels  were  higher  than  normal,  said  Bob  Beck,  development  director  at 
the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  - but  none  was  above  a threshold,  set  by  the  Navy  and  the  California 
Department  of  Public  Health,  that  would  raise  health  concerns. 

The  two  most  recent  elevated  readings  were  taken  July  29  and  30  - one  under  an  occupied  residential  unit  and  another  under 
a storage  shed,  Beck  said.  He  declined  to  disclose  the  exact  locations,  saying  the  Navy  and  city  want  to  give  the  households 
"time  to  process"  the  information.  Those  residents  have  been  offered  the  option  to  move,  Beck  added,  and  were  told  about 
the  findings  the  day  the  readings  were  taken. 

Earlier  this  summer.  Navy  workers  found  another  elevated  reading  under  a unit  on  Gateview  Avenue  that  has  been  vacant 
since  2009. 

Beck  said  the  city  expects  the  Navy  to  investigate  all  three  findings  and  "in  all  likelihood"  remove  whatever  objects  are 
causing  the  elevated  readings.  Details  on  the  survey  of  the  1,100  housing  units  on  the  island  will  be  released  in  early 
November  in  the  Navy's  final  status  survey  report,  Beck  said. 

"We  are  very  glad  to  have  the  (surveys)  completed,  and  to  have  this  blank  spot  of  information  filled  in,"  he  said.  "And  we 
are  very  glad  that  nothing  unexpected  was  found." 


Residents  on  the  island,  a former  Navy  base,  have  raised  concerns  about  contamination  there. 
- Marisa  Lagos 

E-mail:  cityinsider@sfchronicle.com  Twitter:  @SFCityInsider 
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Burning  Man  in  the  Bay,  Idea  Four:  How  to  Turn 
Treasure  Island  Flea  Into  a Burning  Man- Like 
Experience 

Posted  By  Adrian  Rodriguez  on  Tue,  Aug  26,  2014  at  8:00  AM 


Treasure  Island  Flea 

Alright  folks,  for  those  of  you  who  are  bummed  out  that  you  missed  this  year’s  Burning  Man,  there  is  still 
some  action  to  catch  at  the  Treasure  Island  Flea  with  its  Dog  Days  of  Summer  themed  event  this  month. 
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Like  always,  the  T.I.  Flea  will  include  400-plus  curated  vendors  who  sell  handcrafted  goods,  art,  upcycled 
furniture,  antiques,  collectibles  and,  or,  vintage  items.  There  will  be  food,  drinks,  live  music,  a scavenger  hunt, 
DIY  workshops  at  Maker’s  Square,  and  a doggie  bar  crawl,  of  course.  Here  is  how  to  turn  this  weekend’s 
Treasure  Island  Flea  into  a Burning  Man-like  experience  — and  you  can  bring  your  furry  friends  too. 
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1.  Party:  Drinks  and  doggie  treats!  Start  early.  Then  play  and  shop  all  day. 

Burning  Man  is  a giant  party.  While  I’m  not  encouraging  belligerence,  you  might  as  well  take  advantage  of  the 
beverage  options  early  at  the  T.I.  Flea.  In  honor  of  the  Dog  Days  of  Summer,  there  will  be  a “Salty  Dogs”  drink 
special.  The  vodka  cocktail  is  a take  on  the  classic  Greyhound  drink.  It’s  a blend  of  Skyy  Vodka  and  ruby  red 
grapefruit  juice  that  is  topped  with  a pinch  of  hibiscus  infused  himalayan  pink  salt.  From  to  a.m.  to  noon, 
“Salty  Dogs”  will  be  buy  one  get  one  as  a Happy  Hour  special,  so  make  sure  to  get  your  drink  on  early. 

As  usual,  if  you  plan  ahead,  there  is  an  online  deal  that  also  gives  you  and  a friend  half  off  entry,  beer  and 
wine.  If  you  take  your  pup,  be  sure  to  get  the  doggie  bar  crawl  map  at  the  entrance,  so  your  pet  could  enjoy 
special  treats  from  participating  vendors,  as  well. 

2.  Play:  while  you  shop. 

You’ve  gotta  enjoy  playing  games,  and  the  hosts  of  the  T.I.  Flea  also  have  an  ongoing  game  suitable  for 
everyone:  a scavenger  hunt.  Co-founder  of  the  festival,  Angie  Ansanelli  says  this  feature  of  the  event  was  her 
idea. 

“There's  always  a scavenger  hunt.  I live  for  the  scavenger  hunt.  I make  up  a story  about  who  it  is,  what  it  is, 
and  it's  hidden  every  day,  all  day  both  days,  as  many  times  as  it's  found,”  Ansanelli  says. 

Everyone  can  participate,  and  if  you  find  the  hidden  item,  don’t  forget  to  claim  your  prize:  $20  certificate  to 
spend  at  a vendor  of  your  choice.  But  make  sure  not  to  concentrate  too  much  on  winning  the  hunt  so  that  you 
can  enjoy  the  other  offerings  of  the  event. 

3.  SHOP! 

Burning  Man  is  more  about  sharing  than  selling,  but  with  these  vendors  you’ve  got  your  steampunk  and 
bohemian  fashions  covered.  As  aforementioned,  there  are  more  than  400  vendors  selling  completely  unique 
handcrafted  goods,  including  art,  clothing,  jewelry,  furniture  and  more.  If  you  can’t  be  out  there  at  Black  Rock 
with  your  hair  dyed  green  wearing  leather-strapped  goggles,  a dog  collar,  black  leather  vest,  a pink  tutu  and 
leather  boots,  you  could  probably  get  all  the  accessories  for  such  an  outfit  here. 

4.  Create:  Didn’t  find  what  you  like?  Mlake  it  yourself  at  Maker’s  Square  workshops. 

The  artisan,  DIY,  craftsman’s  mentality  is  strong  at  Burning  Man.  Likewise,  Treasure  Island  Flea  encourages 
shoppers  to  contribute  to  through  participation.  This  month  there  will  be  a handful  of  DIY  booths  where  you 
can  create  custom  art,  bags  and  jewelry. 

Create  wire  trees  with  artist  Jason  Oliver.  Here  you  can  twist  and  bend  color  wire  into  a unique  tree.  Oliver 
works  with  an  onsite  painter  to  make  backgrounds  and  frames  to  make  a 3-d  wire  tree  embellished  with  your 
creativity. 

Caroline  Yim  runs  Urban  Antiq  where  you  can  create  a one-of-a-kind  piece  of  jewelry.  In  her  maker’s  class 
she  helps  individuals  design  their  own  piece  of  jewelry. 

Chandler  Hadraba  leads  Shopping  Bag  Solutions,  where  you  are  given  a canvass  bag  and  supplies  to 
adorn  with  paint  or  whatever  you  please. 

Brianna  Bell-Kelly  helps  customers  make  their  own  bohemian  looking  duct-tape  earrings  that  look  like 
designer  quality  pieces. 

And  then  there  is  the  popular  Make  Your  Own  Terrarium  booth,  where  you  can  be  the  interior  designer  of  a 
reptilian  dwelling. 
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5.  Have  Fun. 


The  most  important  thing  is  to  have  fun.  Whether  you’re  going  to  the  Treasure  Island  Flea  for  the  Burning 
Man-like  experience  or  not,  it  still  a good  time  and  it’s  a two-day  event.  Be  sure  to  make  the  most  of  it.  Start 
early! 


Treasure  Island  Flea  is  Saturday  Aug.  30  and  Sunday  Aug.  31  from  10  a.m.  to  4 p.m.  $3  admission.  Kids  12 
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and  under  are  free.  treasureislaTidflea.com 

For  events  in  San  Francisco  this  week  and  beyond,  check  out  our  calendar  section.  Follow  us  on  Twitter 
at  @ExhibitionistSF,  Adrian  at  @adrianrrodri,  and  like  us  on  Facebook 
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I don't  think  Treasure  Island  is  ironic  enough  for  the  Burning  Man  crowd.  Without  at 
least  50%  hipsters,  it  wouldn't  feel  like  Burning  Man.  Not  that  I care.  I don't  care 
about  anything. 
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Drink  Here  Now:  Sex  Trivia  and  a Vineyard 
Music  Festival 


Marian  and  Vivian  Brown  al  V irgil'a  Sea  Roam 

There  are  more  fun  drinking  events  than  we  can  shake  a stick  at  this  week,  though  we 
don'tvnderstand  this  obsession  with  stidc-shaking. 

Sex  Trivia  at  Virgil's  Sea  Room 

Think  you're  a sexpert?  Prove  it  this  Wednesday,  August  27,  at  Sex  Trivia  Night,  hosted 
by  Virgil’s  Sea  Room.  Win  fabulous  prizes,  including  goodies  from  Good  Vibrations,  a San 
Francisco  Armoiy  Kink  Tour,  and  exclusive  Planned  Parenthood  swag  (like  this  button,  if 
we're  lucky).  Team  sign-ups  and  undisclosed  drink  specials  start  at  5:30pm.  Sex  Trivia 
starts  at  7:30pm,  and  at  least  two  members  of  your  team  must  be  present  when  the  first 
round  begins.  Other  team  members— up  to  a total  of  six— can  join  before  the  fifth  and  final 
round  ends  at  9pm,  covering  topics  from  history  to  pop-culture  to  public  policy  to  sex  toys. 
Both  alcoholic  and  non-alcoholic  drink  specials  will  benefit  Planned  Parenthood  Northern 
California  And  if  you  RSVP  on  Facebook,  you'll  be  entered  into  a special  raffle.  3152 
Mission  Street 

Hi-Tops  Celebrates  49ers  with  Red  & Gold  Cocktail 
49ers  fans  are  accustomed  to  experiencing  a wide  range  of  emotions,  from  elated 
celebrations  of  hard-earned  victories  to  soul-crushing  depression  after  losses.  Hi-Tops 
Sports  Bar  in  the  Castro  is  ready  to  drown  your  sorrows  or  fuel  your  ecstasy  with  their 
shiny  new  Red  & Gold  cocktail.  The  $10  cocktail  is  a classy  mix  of  St  George  terroir  gjn, 
strawberry  cordial,  simple  syrup,  a hint  of  lemon,  and  a floater  of  champagne.  The  cordial 
gives  off  a rosy  glow  that  hides  into  a golden  hue  from  the  champagne.  If  you're  watching 
the  game  on  a Monday  night,  or  during  Hi-Tops'  weekday  happy  hour  from  4 to  8pm,  you 
can  pair  your  Red  & Gold  with  25  cent  wings,  among  other  happy  hour  specials.  2247 
MarketStreet 

Artisan  Taste  and  PairingMarket  on  Treasure  Island 
Treasure  Island  is  now  hosting  a monthly  Artisan  Taste  & Pairing  Market,  starting  this 
Saturday  and  Sunday  from  11am  to  4pm  at  The  Vista  on  Treasure  Island,  coinciding  with 
the  Treasure  Island  Flea  Market,  which  is  held  directly  adjacent  on  The  Great  Lawn.  The 
Artisan  Taste  & Pairing  market  is  free  to  enter,  and  wine  tasting  tickets  are  available  for 
$15.  A tasting  ticket  can  be  exchanged  for  one  of  three  wineflights  - red,  white,  or  red  and 
white  mixed  - all  comprised  of  wanes  from  local  Treasure  Hand  wineries:  The  Winery  SF, 
Vie  Winery,  Sol  Rouge,  and  Sottomarino  Winoy,  San  Francisco’s  newest  winery,  located  in 
an  old  submarine  training  vessel.  Artisan  food  vendors  will  be  selling  their  wares,  as  well, 
including  caramels  from  Kindred  Cooks,  chocolate  and  truffles  from  Jade  Chooolates, 
chocolates  and  caramds  from  Coco  Tutti,  chocolates  from  Monterey  Chocolate  Company, 
olive  oils  and  vinegars  from  Olive  This  Olive  That,  andjams,  jellies,  sauces,  and  chutneys 
from  Jake's  Castro  Kitchen.  4th  Street  & Avenue  A 

Wente  Vineyards  Hosts  Mini  Outside  Lands-esque  Misic  Festival 
Two  music  stages  and  multiple  food  vendors  will  grace  the  grounds  of  Wente  Vineyards  in 
Livermore  this  Saturday  for  the  5th  Annual  Front  Porch  MusicFestival.  Look  for  a long 
line-up  of  local  and  nationally-acclaimed  artists  including  Kingsborough,  Front  Country, 
Crawdad  Republic  and  Garage  Band  Academy,  performing  from  noon  to  9pm.  It's  a 
picnic-style  party,  so  bring  your  ovm  blanket  or  lawn  chairs,  and  arrive  as  early  as  uam  to 
claim  your  spot  on  the  lawn.  Tickets  are  $30  online  or  $40  at  the  door,  with  $5  discounts 
for  Club  Wente  members.  Wine  and  food  will  be  sold  separately.  5565  Tesla  Road, 
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Radiation  levels  at  Treasure  Island  sites 
called  no  health  threat 


in  Francisco  officials  this  week  released  the  addresses  on  Treasure  Island  where  higher-than-normal  radiation  readings  were  detected  undergroui 
:cent  months.  And  they  again  sought  to  assure  the  public  that  the  tests  did  not  indicate  there  is  a health  threat. 

11  three  locations  - an  occupied  home  at  1240-D  Northpoint  Drive,  a storage  shed  behind  an  occupied  home  at  1241-B  Northpoint  Drive  and  a vaca 
ime  at  1303-F  Gateview  Avenue  - fell  well  below  the  threshold  for  concern  set  by  the  Navy  and  state  health  officials,  said  Treasure  Island  Develop! 
uthority  development  director  Bob  Beck. 

hat  threshold  was  10  millirem  of  radiation  per  year  - less  than  the  EPA  standard  for  requiring  a cleanup,  15  millirem  per  year. 

he  highest  reading,  showing  potential  exposure  of  5.5  millirem  a year,  was  found  under  the  empty  home,  Beck  said.  The  reading  under  the  occupie 
ime  in  at  2.8  millirem  a year,  and  the  reading  under  the  storage  shed  was  1.7  millirem  per  year. 

he  Navy  undertook  the  extensive  radiation  scans  after  The  Chronicle  and  other  news  media  raised  concerns  about  contamination  on  the  island,  wl 
in  Francisco  began  moving  largely  low-income  residents  in  1999. 


The  Navy  is  in  the  process  of  cleaning  up  the  former  base  and  transferring  ownership  to  the  city,  which  is 
redeveloping  the  island. 

Beck  said  the  Navy  finished  the  most  recent  tests  on  Aug.  19,  which  focused  on  "the  ground  floors  of  the 
residences,  garages  and  storage  sheds  in  the  residential  neighborhood  on  Treasure  Island." 

"The  surveys  complement  earlier  surveys  of  the  open  spaces  and  roadways  around  the  residences  to  provi 
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boost  from  state  appeals  court 

complete  picture  of  the  residential  area,"  he  said  in  an  e-mail.  W 

S.F.  supervisors  approve 
Treasure  Island  transfers 
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Expanded  water  taxi  service  expected  with  more 

development 


MIKE  KOOZMIN/THE  S.F.  EXAMINER 

Montgomery  George  captains  th&Lil'  Taxi  water  taxi. 

When  The  City’s  roads  become  too  crowded,  the  only  way  to  get  around  may  be  on  the  open  water. 


R11AI1D  STORKS 

Water  taxis  ready  to  launch  on 
San  Francisco  Bay 

By  Mike  Billings 


Taxis  on  the  Bay  could  someday  relieve  congestion  on  The  Embarcadero  and  on  the  crowded 
F-Market  Muni  line,  Port  of  San  Francisco  commissioners  and  staffers  believe. 

And  while  there  are  doubts  as  to  whether  expanded  "water  taxis”  in  San  Francisco  could  turn 
a profit,  transit  via  the  Bay  could  become  a necessity  rather  than  a luxury  once  the  new 
neighborhoods  planned  for  Treasure  Island,  Mission  Bay  and  Pier  70  are  built. 

Currently,  commuters  take  ferries  to  work  in  The  City,  as  an  alternative  to  sitting  in  traffic 
before  and  after  Giants  games,  or  for  other  inter-city  trips. 

In  other  major  coastal  cities  in  the  world, 
people  can  use  boats  for  trips  within  city  limits 
in  the  same  way  City  residents  would  use  a taxi 
cab,  Uber,  or  a Muni  bus. 

Currently,  two  companies  operate  limited  water 
taxi  service  in  San  Francisco  after  receiving 
approval  in  late  2012. 

One,  Tideline  Marine  Group,  charges  as  much 
as  $50  a head  to  take  passengers  to  Marin  or 
the  East  Bay  from  the  San  Francisco  waterfront 
on  one  of  its  two  boats  for  “on-demand  service” 
that  needs  to  be  arranged  beforehand. 

The  other,  San  Francisco  Water  Taxi,  began  service  in  March  with  one  18-person  boat  and 
plans  to  launch  another  this  fall.  That  service  is  “hop-on,  hop-off,”  like  a bus. 

So  far,  the  Water  Taxi  has  a small  but  dedicated  following,  though  it  caters  mostly  to  tourists 
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or  other  visitors  to  the  waterfront  rather  than  locals,  owner  and  captain  Dave  Thomas  told 
The  San  Francisco  Examiner. 

“Right  now  we’re  about  breaking  even”  on  operational  costs,  he  said,  with  about  15  people  a 
day  paying  $10  to  ride  between  Hyde  Street  pier  and  AT&T  Park,  with  a stop  at  the  Ferry 
Building.  “And  for  that,  you  get  the  best  view  in  The  City.” 

The  boats  should  start  making  a fourth  stop,  near  theExploratorium  and  the  James  R. 
Herman  Cruise  Terminal,  soon. 

The  next  water  taxi  stops  are  planned  for  Mission  Bay  in  time  for  the  grand  opening  of  the 
Golden  State  Warriors’  new  arena  in  2018. 

That  limited  service  is  in  stark  contrast  to  places  like  Hong  Kong,  Boston  and  Sydney,  which 
offer  in  some  cases  dozens  of  boat-based  transit  options,  including  boat  service  to  airports  as 
well  as  tourist  attractions  and  centers  of  commerce. 

Transit  needs  may  drive  traffic  to  the  water  by  necessity.  Surface  traffic  along  The 
Embarcadero  is  already  clogged,  Port  officials  say. 

With  nearly  all  future  development  in  The  City  to  be  on  or  near  the  waterfront,  water  taxis 
would  be  “a  way  to  get  away  from  that”  congestion,  said  Jamie  Hurley,  a real  estate  analyst 
at  the  Port  of  San  Francisco. 

While  ridership  has  been  slow  to  start,  demandappears  to  be  there:  Nearly  85  percent  of  the 
1,110  people  surveyed  bya  Port  contractor  in  August  2013  said  they  would  take  water  taxis, 
Hurley  told  the  Port  Commission  earlier  this  month. 

That  support  is  there  provided  thatthe  fare  for  a one-way  trip  was  no  more  than  $10. 

Port  officials  hope  to  build  the  fifth  water  taxi  stop  in  Mission  Bay  within  the  next  three 
years.  Another  stop  on  Terry  Francois  Boulevard  at  16th  Street  wiuld  service  game-day 
traffic  for  the  new  Warriors  arena. 

Then,  once  tens  of  thousands  of  new  housing  units  at  Treasure  Island  and  Hunters  Point  go 
online,  demand  could  surge  even  higher,  Port  commissioner  Doreen  Ho  Wo  said. 

Travel  “north  south  down  to  Candlestick  will  be  great,  and  even  beyond,”  she  said.  “This  is  a 
great  start.” 

That  is,  provided  the  existing  taxis  can  hang  on  until  then. 

Word  is  spreading  slowly  that  the  taxis  are  available,  said  SF  Wder  Taxi’s  Thomas,  who  said 
that  he  could  turn  a profit  by  running  50  passengers  a day. 

“I  think  it’s  going  to  happen,”  he  said,  before  adding,  “I  would  really  appreciate  it  if  the  locals 
would  come  ride  with  us  more  in  the  winter.” 


More  Transportation  » 

Talcpggs:  Transportation,  SF  Port,  Port  Commission,  Port  of  San  Francisco,  waterfront,  water  taxis, 
traffic,  transportation,  treasure  island,  shipyard 
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AGENDA  ITEM  6b 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Meeting  of  September  10,  2014 

Subject:  Resolution  approving  modification  of  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  for  the  provision  of  utilities  services  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba 
Buena  Island  to  extend  the  term  of  the  agreement  and  recognize  other  changes 
(Action  Item). 

Contact:  Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 


BACKGROUND 

In  1993,  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  ("NSTI"),  consisting  of  both  Treasure  Island  and  portions 
of  Yerba  Buena  Island,  was  designated  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base  Realignment  and 
Closure  Commission  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510  and  its  subsequent  amendments.  The 
Department  of  Defense  subsequently  designated  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("City"), 
and  later  TIDA,  as  the  Local  Reuse  Authority  (“LRA”)  responsible  for  the  conversion  of  NSTI 
under  the  federal  disposition  process. 

The  City  and  the  Navy  entered  into  the  Base  Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement  executed  March  12, 
1997,  as  amended  from  time  to  time  (collectively,  the  “Cooperative  Agreement”),  for  the  interim 
management  and  operation  of  NSTI  during  the  disposition  process.  Under  the  Cooperative 
Agreement,  the  City  agreed  to  assume  certain  responsibilities  for  (i)  operation  and  maintenance  for 
the  water,  waste  water,  storm  water,  electric  and  gas  utility  systems  on  the  Base,  (ii)  security  and 
public  health  and  safety  services,  (iii)  grounds  and  street  maintenance  and  repair,  and  (iv)  property 
management  and  caretaker  services. 

The  SFPUC  has  been  performing  utility  services  for  TIDA  since  1 997  and  has  been  reimbursed  for 
these  services  from  utility  revenues  collected  by  the  SFPUC  or  TED  A,  as  well  as  other  TIDA 
revenues.  The  SFPUC  and  TIDA  have  prepared  an  MOU  to  memorialize  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  SFPUC’s  continued  performance  of  certain  defined  utility  services,  including  TIDA’s 
reimbursement  obligation. 

In  2013,  TIDA  and  SFPUC  entered  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  formalizing  the  terms 
under  which  the  SFPUC  provides  utilities  services  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island. 

The  MOU  was  for  the  term  of  one  year  subject  to  amendment,  modification  and/or  extension  by  the 
consent  of  the  agencies. 

DISCUSSION 


On  July  2,  2014,  TIDA  and  the  Navy  entered  into  an  Economic  Development  Conveyance 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  (the  “EDC  MO  A”)  which  established  terms  under  which  the  NSTI 
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will  be  transferred  to  the  City.  An  Exhibit  to  the  EDC  MOA  was  a Utilities  Agreement  which 
addressed  permitting  and  other  utility-specific  matters  arising  out  of  the  transfer  of  property  and 
utility  infrastructure  from  the  Navy  to  TIDA. 

The  MOU  between  SFPUC  and  TIDA  is  proposed  to  be  revised  to  extend  its  term  by  an  additional 
year  and  to  acknowledge  the  execution  of  the  EDC  MOA  and  Utilities  Agreement.  During  the 
coming  twelve  months,  it  is  anticipated  that  the  first  land  transfer  from  the  Navy  to  TIDA  will 
occur,  but  it  is  the  parties  intention  that  SFPUC  will  continue  to  provide  utility  services  on  lands 
transferred  to  TIDA  as  well  as  lands  retained  by  the  Navy  consistent  with  past  practice  for,  and  on 
behalf  of,  TIDA  to  the  extent  feasible  given  the  condition  of  the  utility  systems  and  the  availability 
of  funding. 

TIDA  shall  pay  the  SFPUC  for  the  costs  to  provide  utility  services  under  the  MOU.  The  parties 
will  meet  and  confer  on  a regular  basis  to  review  charges  and  payment  amounts  and  recommend 
changes  if  appropriate.  The  SFPUC  shall  recommend  to  TIDA  annual  budgets  and  supplemental 
budgets  as  needed  to  perform  the  Services,  and  the  parties  will  meet  and  discuss  all  recommended 
repairs,  upgrades  and  ongoing  utility  costs,  and  to  make  adjustments  to  budgets  and  charges  as 
needed.  All  amounts  collected  by  the  SFPUC  from  NSTI  residents  and  businesses  shall  be 
credited  against  amounts  otherwise  due  and  owing  from  TIDA  to  the  SFPUC. 

This  MOU  is  being  concurrently  submitted  to  the  TIDA  Board  and  SFPUC  Commission  for 
consideration. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff  recommends  approval  of  the  revised  Memorandum  of  Agreement  between  the  Treasure 
Island  Development  Authority  and  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  for  the 
provision  of  utilities  services  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island. 


EXHIBITS 

A.  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  Treasure  Island  Development 

Authority  (TIDA)  and  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
Regarding  Utility  Services  at  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 

Prepared  by  Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 
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Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)  and  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 

Regarding  Utility  Services  at  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 


THIS  MEMORANDUM  OF  UNDERSTANDING  (this  "MOU")  is  entered  into  as  of 

2b  2014,  by  and  between  the  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  ("City"),  a 

municipal  corporation  acting  by  and  through  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  ("SFPUC"),  and 
the  TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY,  a California  non-profit  public  benefit 
corporation  (“TIDA”),  collectively,  the  "parties",  upon  the  following  facts,  intentions  and  understandings  of 
the  parties: 


RECITALS 


A.  In  1993,  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  ("NSTI"),  consisting  of  both  Treasure  Island  and 
portions  of  Yerba  Buena  Island,  was  designated  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base  Realignment  and 
Closure  Commission  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510  and  its  subsequent  amendments.  The  Department  of 
Defense  subsequently  designated  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("City"),  and  later  TIDA,  as  the 
Local  Reuse  Authority  (“LRA”)  responsible  for  the  conversion  of  NSTI  under  the  federal  disposition 
process. 


B.  TIDA  was  created  in  1997  to  serve  as  a single-purpose  entity  responsible  for  the 
redevelopment  of  NSTI.  Under  the  Treasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1 997,  which  amended 
Section  33492.5  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  and  added  Section  2.1  to  Chapter  1333  of  the 
Statutes  of  1968  (the  “Act”),  the  California  Legislature  (1)  designated  TIDA  as  a redevelopment  agency 
under  the  California  Commimity  Redevelopment  Law  with  authority  over  NSTI,  and  (2)  with  respect  to 
those  portions  of  NSTI  that  are  subject  to  the  public  tmst  for  commerce,  navigation  and  fisheries  (the 
“Tidelands  Tmst”  or  "Tmst"),  vested  in  TIDA  the  authority  to  administer  the  Tidelands  Trust  as  to  such 
property  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Act. 

C.  The  City  and  the  Navy  entered  into  the  Base  Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement  executed 
March  12,  1997,  as  amended  from  time  to  time  (collectively,  the  “Cooperative  Agreement”),  for  the  interim 
management  and  operation  of  NSTI  during  the  disposition  process.  Under  the  Cooperative  Agreement,  the 
City  assumed  responsibility  for  certain  caretaker  duties  at  NSTI  including  the  operation,  maintenance  and 
repair  of  the  Navy's  utility  systems  that  service  NSTI.  These  caretaker  responsibilities  were  later  assumed  by 
TIDA  in  1998. 

D.  In  January  2012  in  response  to  California  Assembly  Bill  26,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  rescinded  its  designation  of  the  TIDA  as  the  redevelopment  agency  under  California  Community 
Redevelopment  Law,  but  preserved  TIDA’s  status  as  the  LRA  for  NSTI  and  all  other  powers  and  authority 
that  the  City  had  granted  to  TIDA  or  that  TIDA  otherwise  had. 

E.  The  Cooperative  Agreement  includes  information  that  describes  in  detail  the  caretaker  duties 
for  which  TIDA  is  responsible  under  the  Cooperative  Agreement. 

F.  The  SFPUC  has  provided  utility  services  on  NSTI  on  behalf  of  TIDA,  including  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  active  NSTI  utility  systems  and  the  delivery  of  utilities  to  the  occupants 
and  users  of  NSTI.  SFPUC  activities  include  delivery  of  electricity,  natural  gas,  water;  stormwater 
management;  and  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  existing  wastewater  treatment  plant  and  related 
facilities  and  pipe  network  on  NSTI. 
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G.  In  201 1 , the  City,  TIDA  and  Treasure  Island  Community  Development,  LLC.  (“TICD”), 
entered  into  three  related  agreements:  a Disposition  and  Development  Agreement  (the  “DDA”)  between 
TIDA  and  TICD;  a Development  Agreement  (the  “DA”)  between  the  City  and  TICD;  and  an  Interagency 
Cooperation  Agreement  (the  “ICA”)  between  the  City  and  TIDA  (for  reference  purposes,  all  of  these 
agreements  are  dated  as  of  June  28,  201 1).  The  DDA  details  a phased  program  for  the  development  of  NSTI 
including  an  Infrastructure  Plan,  Exhibit  FF  to  the  DDA,  which  describes  the  future  utilities  to  be  constructed 
by  TICD  as  part  of  the  development  project. 

H.  On  July  2,  2014,  TIDA  and  the  Navy  entered  into  an  Economic  Development  Conveyance 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  (the  "EDC  MO  A")  to  convey  all  of  NSTI  other  than  the  portions  that  the  Navy 
previously  conveyed  to  the  United  States  Department  of  Labor  Job  Corps,  the  United  States  Coast  Guard, 
and  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  through  federal-to -federal  transfers.  The  portions  of  NSTI  that  are 
subject  to  the  EDC  MOA  are  collectively  referred  to  in  this  MOU  as  the  "Property".  Beginning  in  2014,  the 
Navy  will  transfer  the  Property  to  TIDA,  as  the  designated  LRA,  in  phases  in  accordance  with  the  conditions 
set  forth  in  the  EDC  MOA  (the  “Transfer”).  The  EDC  MOA  addresses  the  obligations  of  the  Navy  and  TIDA 
with  respect  to  maintenance,  operation,  and  replacement  of  utility  systems  during  the  course  of  the  Transfer 
process  through  a utilities  agreement  between  TIDA  and  the  Navy  that  was  entered  into  as  Exhibit  E to  the 
EDC  MOA,  Form  of  Utilities  Agreement  (the  “Utilities  Agreement”). 

I.  An  initial  transfer  of  property  from  the  Navy  to  TIDA  is  anticipated  in  December  2014.  For 
purposes  and  duration  of  this  MOU,  utility  infrastructure  on  the  Property  that  has  not  yet  been  transferred 
from  the  Navy  to  TIDA  is  referred  to  as  “Pre-transfer  Infrastructure”  and  utility  infrastructure  on  the 
Property  that  has  been  transferred  to  TIDA  is  referred  to  as  “Post-transfer  Infrastructure.”  Pre-  and  Post- 
transfer Infrastructure  does  not  involve  infrastructure  on  lands  owned  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard,  the 
Department  of  Labor,  or  TICD. 

J.  The  SFPUC  has  been  performing  utility  services  for  TIDA  to  the  extent  it  can  be  reimbursed 
by  NSTI  utility  revenues  imposed  or  collected  by  TIDA,  or  other  TIDA  revenues.  In  September,  2013, 

TIDA  and  the  SFPUC  entered  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  to  memorialize  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  continued  performance  of  certain  defined  utility  services  prior  to  transfer  of  any  property  on 
NSTI  to  TIDA.  This  MOU  supersedes  the  2013  MOU  and  includes  the  terms  and  conditions  of  continued 
performance  of  certain  defined  utility  services  for  both  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure  and  Post-transfer 
Infrastructure  on  NSTI. 

K.  This  MOU  does  not  apply  to  utility  services  that  the  SFPUC  may  or  may  not  provide  on 
lands  subsequently  transferred  to  TICD  for  the  purposes  of  development  at  former  NSTI.  The  SFPUC  may, 
at  its  sole  discretion,  enter  into  a separate  agreement  or  agreements  with  TICD  to  provide  utility  services  for 
existing,  temporary  or  new  infrastructure  that  has  not  been  accepted  by  a utility  provider  located  on  lands 
transferred  to  TICD. 

L.  The  parties  acknowledge  that  the  existing  infrastructure  on  NSTI  was  built  by  the  Navy  and 
does  not  meet  current  SFPUC  standards.  The  SFPUC  conducted  a condition  assessment  of  certain  utility 
infrastructure  on  NSTI,  and  provided  those  reports  to  TIDA.  In  addition,  the  SFPUC  provided  TIDA  an 
assessment  and  cost  estimate  for  the  most  immediate  necessary  capital  improvements  for  the  existing  utilities 
on  NSTI,  including  system  reliability,  regulatory  compliance,  and  public  and  worker  safety.  Given  the  state 
of  the  existing  infrastructure,  the  SFPUC  may  not  be  able  to  provide  utility  services  at  NSTI  equivalent  to  the 
services  that  SFPUC  provides  in  the  other  areas  of  San  Francisco,  pending  construction,  dedication  and 
acceptances  of  new  utility  systems.  SFPUC  has  worked  with  TIDA  on  plans  for  long  term  capital 
improvements  to  the  substandard  infrastructure  through  the  redevelopment  of  NSTI. 

M.  In  October  2013,  TIDA  secured  Board  approval  of  capital  funding  in  the  amount  of 

ten  million  dollars  ($10,000,000)  to  address  critical  near  term  repairs  to  the  existing  infrastructure.  SFPUC 
will  coordinate  with  TIDA  in  the  implementation  of  those  capital  repair  projects. 
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NOW,  THEREFORE,  the  parties  hereto  agree  as  follows: 


1.  Term. 

The  term  of  this  MOU  (the  “Term”)  will  commence  on  the  date  on  which  the  parties  hereto  have  executed 
and  delivered  this  MOU  and  will  expire,  unless  sooner  terminated,  on  September  30,  2015,  unless  amended 
by  the  parties  in  writing.  This  MOU  may  be  terminated  by  either  party,  with  or  without  cause,  upon  thirty 
(30)  days'  prior  written  notice. 

2.  Provision  of  Utility  Services. 

(a)  During  the  Term,  the  SFPUC  agrees  that  it  will  continue  to  provide  utility  services  for  both 
Pre-transfer  Infrastructure  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  for,  and  on  behalf  of,  TIDA  on  NSTI  consistent 
with  past  practices,  and  to  the  extent  feasible  given  the  condition  of  the  utility  systems  and  related 
infrastructure,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  MOU,  including  funding  provided  by  TIDA  for  the 
services  (the  “Services”).  These  Services  are  described  in  Exhibit  A,  attached  hereto.  The  scope  of  the 
Services  may  be  amended  by  written  agreement  between  the  parties  hereto. 

(b)  The  parties  acknowledge  that  all  Services  rendered  by  the  SFPUC  to  TIDA  hereunder  are  as 
a contractor,  not  as  a public  utility  provider,  and  the  SFPUC’ s expenditure  authority  in  providing  the 
Services  is  limited  to  the  funds  realized  under  Section  3,  Compensation,  below  as  payment  for  the  Services. 
These  payments  are  expected  to  include  funds  for  the  day-to-day  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Pre- 
transfer Infrastructure  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  including  any  claims  or  judgments,  so  that  the  SFPUC 
is  made  whole.  The  SFPUC  is  not  obligated  to  provide  the  Services  if  TIDA  is  unable  to  fulfill  its  payment 
obligations  set  forth  in  Section  3 below. 

(c)  The  Navy,  as  the  owner  of  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure  on  NSTI,  has  responsibility  for 
investigating  and  remediating  Hazardous  Materials  consistent  with  Federal  and  State  of  California  (“State”) 
law,  and  the  terms  of  the  EDC  MOA.  For  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure,  TIDA  is  responsible  for  conveying 
information  concerning  Navy  activities  to  SFPUC  and  developing  and  distributing  Health  and  Safety  Plans 
for  the  use  of  SFPUC  employees  performing  services  under  this  MOU.  TIDA  agrees  to  inform  SFPUC  as 
soon  as  practicable  of  any  work  that  the  Navy  is  performing  as  part  of  the  remediation  or  otherwise,  that  will 
impact  Pre-transfer  or  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  that  the  SFPUC  is  responsible  to  service  under  this  MOU. 
Upon  SFPUC ’s  request,  TIDA  will  schedule  meetings  with  the  persons  most  knowledgeable  about  the 
Navy’s  remediation  activities  potentially  affecting  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  in  order  to 
provide  current  information  to  the  SFPUC.  TIDA  agrees  to  convey  as-built  drawings  of  any  repaired  or 
replaced  Pre-transfer  or  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  to  the  SFPUC  as  soon  as  practicable.  The  Navy  has 
additional  responsibility  for  remediation  of  certain  legacy  contaminants  if  identified  at  Post-transfer 
Infrastructure,  as  detailed  in  the  Utilities  Agreement. 

(d)  The  SFPUC  will  inform  TIDA  to  the  extent  that  it  becomes  aware  of  known  conditions  in 
both  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  related  to  providing  Services  that  could  result  in  threats  to 
public  health  and  safety  or  regulatory  violations  due  to  infrastructure  failure.  SFPUC  will  coordinate  with 
TIDA  in  the  implementation  necessary  capital  repair  projects. 

(e)  SFPUC  will  not  continue  to  provide  Services  if  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC 
determines  that  conditions  at  NSTI  work  locations  present  a threat  to  the  health  and  safety  of  SFPUC  staff  or 
contractors.  SFPUC  shall  notify  TIDA  when  it  becomes  aware  of  circumstances  that  pose  an  immediate  or 
near  term  threat  to  the  health  or  safety  of  SFPUC  staff  or  others.  Immediate  threats  to  the  health  or  safety  of 
SFPUC  staff  will  result  in  the  immediate  cessation  of  applicable  Services  until  TIDA,  or  a third  party, 
remedies  the  unsafe  situation  to  a satisfactory  level  to  permit  the  continuation  of  the  applicable  Services. 
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Near  term  threats  to  the  health  or  safety  of  SFPUC  staff  will  be  reported  by  the  SFPUC  to  TIDA  with  a 
summary  of  work  needed  to  remedy  the  unsafe  situation,  including  an  estimated  timeframe,  to  the  extent  it 
can  feasibly  be  determined,  for  how  long  the  SFPUC  will  be  able  to  safely  provide  utility  services  before  the 
situation  must  be  remedied. 

(f)  As  noted  in  Recital  L above,  the  existing  infrastructure  on  NSTI  was  built  by  the  Navy  and 
does  not  meet  current  SFPUC  standards.  SFPUC  is  not  responsible  for  permit  or  regulatory  violations  that 
result  from  Pre-transfer  or  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  failures.  For  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure,  SFPUC  will 
prepare  the  reports  for  State  and  federal  wastewater,  stormwater,  air  emissions  and  drinking  water  permits  for 
the  Navy,  but  the  Navy  is  responsible  for  certifying  and  submitting  those  reports.  The  Navy  is  also 
responsible  for  meeting  any  permit  violation  reporting  requirements  for  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure  although 
the  SFPUC  will  assist  as  necessary  in  required  data  collection  and  report  preparation.  For  Pre-transfer 
Infrastructure,  SFPUC  will  provide  data  necessary  for  State  reporting  databases,  but  the  Navy  is  ultimately 
responsible  for  certifying  all  monitoring  data  and  reporting.  Uploading  of  all  data  will  be  the  responsibility  of 
the  designated  Legally  Responsible  Official  (LRO)  for  the  permit.  For  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  SFPUC 
will  prepare  the  reports  for  State  and  federal  wastewater,  stormwater,  air  emissions  and  drinking  water 
permits  for  TIDA,  but  TIDA  is  responsible  for  certifying  and  submitting  those  reports.  TIDA  is  also 
responsible  for  meeting  any  permit  violation  reporting  requirements  for  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  although 
the  SFPUC  will  assist  as  necessary  in  required  data  collection  and  report  preparation.  For  Post-transfer 
Infrastructure,  SFPUC  will  provide  the  data  necessary  for  the  state  reporting  databases  for  TIDA,  but  the 
TIDA  is  ultimately  responsible  for  certifying  all  monitoring  data  and  reporting.  Uploading  of  all  data  will  be 
the  responsibility  of  the  designated  Legally  Responsible  Official  (LRO)  for  the  permit. 

(g)  TIDA  is  responsible  under  the  Cooperative  Agreement  for  communications  with  the  Navy 
and  all  third  parties  on  NSTI  regarding  the  conditions  of  the  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure,  and  any  intemiptions 
to  Services.  The  SFPUC  is  responsible  under  this  MOU  for  communications  with  TIDA  regarding  the 
conditions  of  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  to  the  extent  known,  but  SFPUC  does  not  have  an  obligation  to 
TIDA  to  investigate,  assess  or  report  on  the  condition  of  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  unless  SFPUC 
expressly  agrees  to  undertake  such  additional  services  funded  by  TIDA.  TIDA  is  responsible  under  this 
MOU  for  communications  with  all  third  parties  on  NSTI  regarding  any  intemiptions  to  Services.  The  SFPUC 
will  assist  as  needed  in  any  such  communications. 

3.  Compensation. 

(a)  TIDA  shall  pay  or  cause  the  SFPUC  to  be  paid  for  the  costs  to  perform  the  Services  for  both 
Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  including  any  claims  or  judgments  arising  from  such 
performance,  such  that  the  SFPUC  is  made  whole  (without  penalty  or  profit).  The  SFPUC  shall  not  be 
obligated  to  perform  any  Services  for  which  funding  is  not  provided.  The  SFPUC  shall  recommend  to  TIDA 
annual  budgets  and  supplemental  budgets  as  needed  to  perform  the  Services  for  both  Pre-transfer  and  Post- 
transfer Infrastructure  and  the  parties  will  meet  and  discuss  all  recommended  repairs,  upgrades  and  ongoing 
utility  costs,  and  continue  to  make  adjustments  to  budgets  and  charges  as  needed.  The  SFPUC  agrees  to 
invoice  NSTI  residents  and  businesses  consistent  with  existing  practices.  The  parties  will  meet  and  confer  to 
discuss  recommended  changes  to  charges.  All  amounts  collected  by  the  SFPUC  from  NSTI  residents  and 
businesses  shall  be  credited  against  amounts  otherwise  due  and  owing  from  TIDA  to  the  SFPUC  under  this 
MOU. 


(b)  In  January  2009,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  an  agreement  between  the  SFPUC  and 
TED  A,  where  TIDA  agreed  to  make  payments  to  the  SFPUC  in  the  amounts  set  forth  in  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  Regarding  Utility  Rate  Adjustments,  to  reimburse  the  SFPUC  for  unpaid  amounts  of  utility 
services  provided  during  Fiscal  Years  1997/1998  through  2005/2006  over  a term  extending  to  the  Fiscal  Year 
201 8/2019,  and  TEDA  shall  continue  to  make  those  payments  pursuant  to  such  MOU  until  all  the  payments 
have  been  made. 
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(c)  The  parties  farther  agree  to  meet  and  confer  on  a regular  basis  to  review  charges  and 
payment  amounts  and  make  recommendations  as  to  changes  if  appropriate. 

(d)  Under  no  circumstance  will  the  cost  of  performing  the  Services  be  paid  from  SFPUC 
enterprise  revenues. 

4.  Cooperation. 

The  SFPUC  and  TIDA  agree  to  cooperate  with  one  another  to  implement  the  terms  of  this  MOU  in  good 
faith,  and  shall  meet  regularly  to  discuss  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  operations  and 
maintenance  matters  at  NSTI. 

5.  Notices. 

Any  notice  given  under  this  Agreement  shall  be  in  writing  and  given  by  delivering  the  notice  in  person,  by 
commercial  courier  or  by  sending  it  by  regular  mail,  with  postage  prepaid,  to  the  mailing  address  listed 
below  or  other  address  when  notice  of  which  has  been  given.  For  the  convenience  of  the  parties,  copies  of 
notices  may  also  be  given  by  facsimile  to  the  facsimile  number  listed  below  or  other  facsimile  number  when 
notice  of  which  has  been  given. 

Address  for  SFPUC:  525  Golden  Gate  Ave,  1 3th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 
Attn:  Harlan  L.  Kelly  Jr.,  General  Manager 
Fax:  (415)554-3161 

Address  for  the  Authority:  1 Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Suite  241 

Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
Attn:  Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 
Fax:  (415)274-0229 

6.  Miscellaneous  Provisions. 

a.  California  Taw.  This  Agreement  shall  be  construed  and  interpreted  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  California  and  the  City,  including  the  City’s  Charter. 

b.  Entire  Agreement.  Subject  to  any  subsequent  agreements  authorized  pursuant  to  this 
Agreement,  this  Agreement  contains  all  of  the  representations  and  the  entire  agreement  between  the  parties 
with  respect  to  the  subject  matter  of  this  Agreement.  No  prior  drafts  of  this  Agreement  or  changes  from 
those  drafts  to  the  executed  version  of  this  Agreement  shall  be  introduced  as  evidence  in  any  litigation  or 
other  dispute  resolution  proceeding  by  any  party  or  other  person,  and  no  court  or  other  body  should  consider 
those  drafts  in  interpreting  this  Agreement. 

c.  Amendments.  No  amendment  of  this  Agreement  or  any  part  hereof  shall  be  valid  unless  it  is 
in  writing  and  signed  by  all  of  the  parties  hereto. 

d.  No  Party  Drafter:  Captions.  The  provisions  of  this  Agreement  shall  be  construed  as  a whole 
according  to  their  common  meaning  and  not  strictly  for  or  against  any  party  in  order  to  achieve  the  objectives 
and  purposes  of  the  parties.  Any  caption  preceding  the  text  of  any  section,  paragraph  or  subsection  or  in  the 
table  of  contents  is  included  only  for  convenience  of  reference  and  shall  be  disregarded  in  the  construction 
and  interpretation  of  this  Agreement. 

e.  Further  Assurances.  The  parties  hereto  agree  to  execute  and  acknowledge  such  other  and 
further  documents  as  may  be  necessary  or  reasonably  required  to  carry  out  the  mutual  intent  of  the  parties  as 
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expressed  in  this  Agreement. 


f.  Necessary  Approvals.  This  Agreement  and  subsequent  amendments  must  be  approved  by 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority,  each  in  its 
sole  and  absolute  discretion. 


IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  the  Parties  hereto  have  executed  this  Agreement  as  of  the  date  first  above 

written. 

SFPUC:  THE  AUTHORITY: 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO,  TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT 
acting  by  and  through  its  Public  Utilities  AUTHORITY,  a California  public  benefit 

Commission  corporation 


By: By: 

Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr.  Robert  Beck 

General  Manager  Treasure  Island  Director 


Approved  as  to  form: 

Dennis  J.  Herrera, 
City  Attorney 


By: 

City  Attorney  of  San  Francisco 
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EXHIBIT  A 

DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  UTILITY  SERVICES 


This  document  provides  general  maintenance  and  operational  procedures  for  the  management  of  the  Pre- 
transfer and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  at  former  NSTI,  including  electric,  water,  natural  gas,  stormwater, 
and  sewer  systems,  by  the  SFPUC,  as  well  as  for  establishment  of  rates  and  collection  of  revenue  by  TIDA  to 
offset  operating  costs.  Within  the  term  of  this  Memorandum  of  Understanding,  the  SFPUC  will  operate 
utility  systems  in  accordance  with  requirements  of  the  MOU,  as  described  in  this  Exhibit. 

1.0  Operations 

1 . 1 The  SFPUC  will  operate  and  maintain  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  at  NSTI, 
including  electric,  natural  gas,  water,  sanitary  sewer,  storm  sewer  and  sewage  treatment  systems  to  the  extent 
TED  A provides  funds  to  perform  such  services.  TIDA  will  defray  associated  costs  through  revenue  generated 
by  charging  uniform  rates  established  by  TIDA. 

1 .2  All  storage  and  handling  of  materials  and  equipment  necessary  for  utility  maintenance  shall  be  done 
by  the  SFPUC  in  accordance  with  all  applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

1 .3  The  SFPUC  will  be  responsible  for  the  purchase  of  all  electricity,  natural  gas,  and  water  consumed 
on  NSTI. 

1 .4  System  Extension  and  Provision  of  New  Service:  Subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  for  such 
purpose  and  after  a building  permit  and  occupancy  certificate  are  obtained  from  the  authorities  having 
jurisdiction  and  all  utility  service  connection,  inspection,  and  building  costs  and  fees  are  paid  in  full,  the 
SFPUC  will  provide  any  extension  or  alteration  of  systems  along  with  any  metering  or  service  connections 
requested  by  TIDA  for  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  or  requested  by  TIDA  on  behalf  of  the  Navy  or  other 
Federal  users  for  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure.  TIDA  is  responsible  to  pay  the  SFPUC  for  work  performed  to 
provide  new  services,  in  addition  to  payments  to  SFPUC  to  cover  the  cost  of  typical  operation  of  Pre-transfer 
and  Post-transfer  infrastructure.  TIDA  will  recover  costs  for  such  work  for  other  Federal  users  as  outlined  in 
the  Base  Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement,  or  pursuant  to  other  agreement  with  the  entity  requesting 
service. 


2.0  Systems  Definitions,  Extent  of  Caretaker  Responsibility  for  Utilities  Distribution 

The  physical  extent  of  each  utility  system  that  will  be  operated  under  contract  by  the  SFPUC  is  as  described 
below.  These  descriptions  apply  to  all  elements  of  systems  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  and 
electric  systems  deriving  in  Oakland,  with  the  exception  of  elements  of  systems  serving  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
on  Yerba  Buena  Island,  elements  of  systems  serving  the  Job  Corps  on  Treasure  Island,  and  elements  of 
systems  located  on  lands  transferred  to  TIDC. 

2.1  Water  System:  Facilities  that  are  operated  and  maintained  by  the  SFPUC  consist  of  the  existing 
water  delivery  facilities  at  NSTI  including: 

2.1.1  Supply  and  delivery  pipelines,  originating  at  the  supply  points  for  NSTI  from  SFPUC 
San  Francisco  City  Distribution  System. 

2.1.2  Water  storage  facilities 

2.1.3  Water  pumping  and  chlorinating  stations 

2.1.4  All  supply  lines  that  cross  through  or  under  any  leased  or  non-leased  building  that  do  not 
serve  that  building  or  facility. 
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2. 1 .5  For  metered  buildings  and  facilities,  the  SFPUC  responsibility  ends  at  the  first  valve  or 
meter  upstream  of  the  building  or  facility. 

2. 1 .6  For  building  and  facilities  that  are  not  metered,  the  SFPUC  responsibility  will  include  all 
supply  lines  and  water  system  facilities  up  to  five  (5)  feet  from  any  building  or  facility. 

2.2  Sanitary  Sewer  System:  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  that  are  operated  and  maintained 
by  the  SFPUC  consist  of  the  existing  sanitary  sewer  collection  and  pumping  facilities  at  NSTI,  including: 

2.2.1  Wastewater  treatment  plant  including  all  facilities  within  the  perimeter  fence  of  the  plant  and 
including  all  piping  and  appurtenant  facilities  to  the  point  of  discharge  to  San  Francisco  Bay. 

2.2.2  Wastewater-pumping/lift  stations  and  associated  control  rooms 

2.2.3  Mainline  sewers 

2.2.4  Forced  mains 

2.2.5  Collection  and  service  sewers  to  the  limit  of  the  property  line-mainline  connection  point. 

2.3  Stormwater  System:  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  which  are  operated  and  maintained 
by  the  SFPUC  consist  of  the  existing  stormwater  collection  and  discharge  facilities  at  NSTI  including: 

2.3.1  Stormwater  collections  system  from  the  transition  structure  of  surface  flow  entering  the 
below  surface  piping  (including  drop  inlets  and  other  collection  structures).  Surface  and  street  flows 
are  not  included. 

2.3.2  Stormwater-pumping  stations  and  associated  control  rooms 

2.3.3  Stormwater  outfalls 

2.4  Natural  Gas  System:  Natural  gas  is  delivered  to  NSTI  by  a supply  line  owned  by  the  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Co.  (PG&E).  PG&E  also  owns  and  operates  the  main  meters  and  pressure  reducing  stations  at  the 
point  of  delivery.  The  responsibility  of  the  SFPUC  is  for  all  facilities  downstream  of  PG&E  facilities 
including: 

2.4. 1 Supply  and  delivery  pipeline  downstream  of  the  main  meter  and  pressure  reduction  station 
located  on  NSTI. 

2.4.2  Supply  lines  to  and  including  that  last  valve  or  corporation  stop  leading  to  all  leased,  non- 
leased,  occupied  or  non-occupied  buildings  and  facilities. 

2.5  Electrical  Distribution  System:  Facilities  that  are  operated  and  maintained  by  the  SFPUC  consist  of 
the  existing  transformational  and  distribution  facilities  at  NSTI  including: 

2.5.1  The  entire  high  voltage  transmission  line  serving  Treasure  Island  originating  at  the  point  of 
connection  to  the  breakers  at  the  Port  of  Oakland's  Davis  Substation  at  Point  Arnold  including 
overhead  and  underground  elements  of  the  line  located  on  the  Port  of  Oakland  and  City  of  Oakland, 
the  underground  element  extending  from  the  Oakland  Army  Base  including  the  junction  with  the 
submarine  section  of  the  line  and  the  submarine  section  including  the  junction  and  the  underground 
section  of  line  at  Treasure  Island  to  the  point  of  connection  at  the  main  Treasure  Island  substation. 


2.5.2  Main  substation  at  NSTI 

2.5.3  Distribution  system  and  related  equipment  between  the  substations  and  the  end  users 

2.5.4  For  metered  buildings  and  facilities,  service  up  to  and  including  the  meter. 

2.5.5  For  building  and  facilities  which  are  not  metered  or  which  have  dedicated  switch-gear  or 
transformers  at  the  building  or  facility,  service  to  the  low  side  of  the  dedicated  switch-gear  or 
transformer  and  shall  include  the  dedicated  switch  gear  or  transformer. 

2.5.6  For  buildings  and  facilities  which  are  not  metered  and  which  do  not  have  dedicated  switch- 
gear  or  transformers  at  buildings  or  facilities,  service  to  the  weatherhead,  building  perimeter,  or 
equipment  connection. 

2.5.7  The  Davis  Substation  at  the  Port  of  Oakland,  Oakland,  CA. 

3.0  Organization  and  Communication 

All  essential  communications  with  the  Navy  shall  be  conducted  by  TEDA.  Utility  trouble  and  emergency 
communications  reporting  procedures  are  detailed  in  Appendix  A to  this  attachment. 

4.0  Preventative  Maintenance  & Repair  Work 

Regularly  scheduled  preventive  maintenance  and  all  non-emergency  repair  work  will  be  executed  as 
determined  necessary  by  the  SFPUC  and  subject  to  funding  availability  by  TEDA. 

5.0  Billing  and  Payment  for  Utilities  Consumption 

5.1  TIDA  will  defray  costs  of  utility  commodities  purchased  and  costs  of  the  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  utility  systems  through  revenues  generated  by  charging  uniform  rates  established  by  TEDA. 

5.2  TEDA  will  enter  into  Utility  Service  Contracts  (USC's)  with  all  Federal  users  including  the  Navy  or 
the  Navy's  contractors  as  required.  The  USC  shall  contain  pertinent  information  regarding  the  utilities 
agreement  between  TEDA  and  the  specific  Federal  user,  including  rates.  The  SFPUC  will  purchase 
electricity,  natural  gas  and  water. 

5.3  Billing  Non-Navy  Tenants:  The  SFPUC,  if  requested  by  TEDA,  will  be  responsible  for  billing,  and 
TIDA  will  be  responsible  for  obtaining  payment  from  all  Lessees,  Licensees  and  non-Navy  Federal  activities 
permitted  to  receive  utilities  services  on  the  former  base.  Charges  to  these  tenants  for  use  of  electricity, 
natural  gas,  water,  and  sewer  service  will  be  determined  by  TIDA.  In  general,  consumption  will  be  read  from 
meters  which  fully  and  exclusively  measure  permitted  consumption.  Where  determined  to  be  more 
economic,  consumption  may  be  determined  through  engineered  estimates  prepared  by  the  SFPUC  at  the 
request  of  TEDA  and  paid  for  by  TEDA. 

5 .4  Recovering  Funds  for  Consumption  by  the  Navy:  Units  of  consumption  for  which  the  Navy  is 
responsible  have  been  determined  through  estimates  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  Navy  and  TEDA  per  the 
terms  of  the  Cooperative  Agreement. 

6.0  Outage  Management 

6.1  TEDA  shall  coordinate  all  scheduled  and  non-scheduled  outages  directly  with  the  applicable  parties 
including  the  Navy  and  its  contractors. 
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6.2  The  SFPUC  will  execute  planned  outages  at  the  request  of  TIDA  at  the  agreed  upon  time. 


6.3  The  SFPUC  will  take  immediate  action  to  restore  service  in  the  case  of  an  unscheduled  outage. 
TIDA  shall  reimburse  the  SFPUC  for  the  cost  to  execute  planned  outages  or  restore  service  in  the  case  of 
unscheduled  outages. 

7.0  Excavation  Management 

TIDA  will  serve  as  the  initial  point  of  contact  for  all  parties  seeking  to  perform  excavations  at  NSTI  and  will 
implement  procedures  to  assure  that  no  excavation  is  permitted  without  advance  clearance  with  regard  to 
underground  utilities  and  from  the  designated  Navy  representative  for  environmental  conditions,  where 
applicable.  The  SFPUC  will  locate  and,  within  48  hours  of  notification,  clearly  mark  all  utilities  in  the 
vicinity  of  a proposed  excavation. 

8.0  Marking  Utilities  Locations 

The  SFPUC  will  locate  and  clearly  mark  all  electric,  natural  gas,  water,  storm  drain  and  sewer  utilities. 
Marking  shall  be  made  based  on  the  Navy  provided  base  maps  and  the  best  available  local  knowledge.  The 
SFPUC  will  take  best  efforts  to  mark  abandoned  lines  to  include  steam  distribution  based  on  available 
drawings. 

9.0  Operational  and  Environmental  Permits 

Operational  and  environmental  permits  pertaining  to  utility  operations  at  NSTI  are  identified  in  Table  A-l . 


Table  A-l 

Operational  and  Environmental  Permits  for  which 
SFPUC  Will  Perform  Monitoring  and  Preparation  of  Reporting  Materials 


Item 

Permit  Tvne 

Issuing  Agencv 

Permit  Number 

Monitoring 

Required 

Reporting 

Required 

001 

NPDES  permit 
for  waste  water 
treatment  plant 

California 
Regional 
Water  Quality 
Control  Board 

CA0110116 

Yes 

Yes 

002 

Domestic 
Water  Supply 
Permit 

California 
Health  and 
Welfare 
Agency 

System  No. 
3810702 

Yes 

Yes 

003 

Permit  to 
Operate  all  Air 
Emissions 
Sources 

Bay  Area  Air 
Quality 
Management 
District 

Plant  #479 

Yes 

Yes 

004 

NPDES  permit 
for  stormwater 
discharge 

California 
Regional 
Water  Quality 
Control  Board 

CA  S000001 
Order  No. 97- 
03-DWQ 
Facility  WDID 
No. 

238S012140 

Yes 

Yes 

Note:  Permit  numbers  as  of  July  1,  2014;  permit  types  and  numbers  are  subject  to  change. 


The  SFPUC  will  oversee  the  monitoring  and  preparation  of  material  for  the  reporting  requirements  of 
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operational  permits  as  long  as  sufficient  funding  for  these  Services  is  provided  by  TED  A.  Final  submittal  of 
required  reports  shall  be  done  by  the  permit  holder.  For  the  duration  of  this  MOU,  the  SFPUC  will  support 
the  TEDA  and  Navy  through  TEDA  in  the  enforcement  of  permit  requirements  and  the  abatement  of  non- 
compliance  violations  noted  during  tenant/lessee  inspections. 

10.0  Environmental  Hazards 

10.  1 Definition:  Environmental  hazards,  for  the  purpose  of  this  discussion,  are  defined  as  historic  spills  or 
releases  of  hazardous  substances  or  newly  identified  historic  releases  of  hazardous  substances  to  soil  or 
groundwater  which  pose  potential  hazards  to  Caretaker  personnel  attempting  to  perform  utility  systems 
maintenance  or  repair  or  which  may  pose  a threat  to  human  health  in  general  or  to  the  environment.  This 
definition  does  not  include  SFPUC  use  of  potentially  hazardous  products  and  materials  where  required  for 
utility  system  operation  and  maintenance  activities. 

10.2  Awareness:  TIDA  shall  inform  the  SFPUC  of  all  informational  sources  that  identify  locations  and 
types  of  environmental  hazards  at  NSTI  in  order  to  avoid  contact  with  contaminated  materials  by  personnel 
engaged  in  utilities  operations.  In  this  regard,  TIDA  will  coordinate  with  the  Navy  to  obtain  and  distribute 
the  most  current  maps  and  characterization  information  for  environmental  hazards. 

10.3  Procedures:  Safety  procedures  normaUy  observed  by  the  SFPUC  will  be  observed  in  order  to 
minimize  contact  with  contaminated  soil.  The  following  procedures  will  be  foUowed  by  SFPUC  personnel  in 
the  event  work  is  required  in  an  area  documented  to  contain  contamination  or  if  undocumented 
contamination  is  encountered  or  suspected. 

10.3.1  Planned  Excavations:  In  conformance  with  excavation  permit  request  procedures  presented 
in  paragraph  7.0  above,  TEDA  will  coordinate  with  the  Navy  for  any  excavations  per  the  terms  of  the 
Cooperative  Agreement.  The  SFPUC  will  perform  the  excavation  in  accordance  with  SFPUC  health 
and  safety  practices,  and  applicable  Federal,  State,  or  local  regulations.  The  SFPUC  will  perform  the 
excavation  using  any  required  protective  equipment. 

1 0.3 .2  Unplanned  Evacuations:  When  soil  contamination  is  encountered  or  suspected  in  the  course 
of  unplanned  excavations,  the  SFPUC  will  cease  work  and  immediately  contact  TEDA.  TIDA  will 
coordinate  with  the  Navy,  as  applicable  to  evaluate  conditions  and  determine  a course  of  action. 

10.4  Disposal:  The'  SFPUC  is  not  responsible  for  the  remediation  or  disposal  of  any  contaminated 
excavation  spoils. 
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APPENDIX  A 

UTILITIES  TROUBLE/EMERGENCY  CALL  REPORTING  PROCEDURES 


GENERAL  EMERGENCY  NUMBER:  311  or  911  (as  appropriate) 

SFPUC  San  Francisco  City  Distribution  Division  (CDD):  (415)  550-4956 

Call  91 1,  as  appropriate,  where  it  has  been  determined  or  is  suspected  that  immediate  action  is  required  to 
eliminate  a threat  to  human  health,  the  environment,  to  protect  property,  to  avoid  disruption  of  essential 
operations,  or  for  specific  problems  including  civil  disturbance,  traffic  and  fire  and  safety.  All  other  utility 
trouble  calls  should  be  placed  to  3 1 1 . 

1 . 311  will  receive  a utility  trouble  call  and  contact  CDD  Dispatch  at  (415)  550-4956.  The  CDD 
Dispatch  will  assign  a Trouble  Call  Number  (TC#)  and  record  information  in  Treasure  Island  book. 

2.  CDD  will  dispatch  trouble  call  to  the  appropriate  unit: 

a.  Water  Problems -To  on-call  team 

b.  Sewer  Problems  - (415)  920-4700  (Southeast  Plant,  Chiefs  Office) 

c.  Electrical  Problems  - (209)  989-2099 

d.  Natural  Gas  Problems  - (415)  760-5179  for  SFPUC  and  Department  of  Public  Works 
“natural  gas”  plumbers  (not  PG&E). 

3.  CDD  will  notify  in  the  order  below  the  following  individuals  for  emergencies  involving 
environmental  issues,  broken  water  mains,  downed  electrical  lines,  loss  of  electric  power  to  an  area, 
any  sewer  overflow/spill,  fire,  or  other  emergency  involving  personal  injury  or  significant  property 
damage: 


a.  Joseph  Carlevaris  (Treasure  Island  Buildings  & Grounds  Supervisor) 
(415)  554-1572  (office) 

(415)  238-8549  (cell) 

If  unavailable,  notify: 

b.  Sam  Larano  (SFPUC  Project  Manager) 

(415)  554-0724  (office) 

(415)  370-2549  (cell) 

c.  Richard  Stephens  (Utility  Services  Manager) 

(415)  227-8501  (office) 

(415)  238-5600  (cell) 

4.  If  directed,  CDD  dispatch  shall  notify: 

a.  SFPUC  Communications 

Tyrone  Jue  (Manager,  Communications) 

(415)  554-3247  (office) 

(415)  290-0163  (cell) 

b.  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Robert  Beck  (Director) 

(415)  274-0662  (office) 

(415)  794-1129  (cell) 

c.  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Peter  Summerville 

(415)  274-0665  (office) 

(415)  740-8488  (cell) 
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d.  Doug  De  Long  (Environmental  Compliance  Safety  & Security  Manager,  Navy  Caretaker 
Site  Office) 

(415)  743-4713  (office) 

(510)  772-8832  (cell) 

If  unavailable,  notify: 

e.  Patricia  McFadden  (Base  Realignment  and  Closure  Leader,  Navy  Caretaker  Site  Office) 
(415)  743-4720  (office) 

(415)  559-9961  (cell) 


* 


RESOLUTION  NO. 

[Memoranda  of  Understanding  Between  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  regarding  provision  of  utilities  services  on  Treasure 
Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island] 

RESOLUTION  APPROVING  MODIFICATION  OF  MEMORANDUM  OF  UNDERSTANDING 
BETWEEN  THE  TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  AND  THE  SAN 
FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  PROVISION  OF  UTILITIES 
SERVICES  ON  TREASURE  ISLAND  AND  YERBA  BUENA  ISLAND  TO  EXTEND  THE 
TERM  OF  THE  AGREEMENT  AND  RECOGNIZE  OTHER  CHANGES. 

WHEREAS,  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  is  a military  base  located  on 
Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (together,  the  "Base"),  which  is  currently  owned  by 
the  United  States  of  America,  acting  by  and  through  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Base  was  selected  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  in  1993,  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510,  and  its 
subsequent  amendments;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  March  12,  1997,  the  City  and  the  Navy  executed  the  Base  Caretaker 
Cooperative  Agreement  in  which  the  City  agreed  to  assume  certain  caretaker  responsibilities 
for  the  interim  management  and  operation  of  the  Base  during  the  disposition  process;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  Cooperative  Agreement  the  City,  and  later  TIDA,  agreed  to 
assume,  in  addition  to  other  responsibilities,  certain  responsibilities  for  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  water,  waste  water,  storm  water,  electric  and  gas  utility  systems  on  the 
Base;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  been  performing  utility  services  for  the  Base  since  1997; 

and, 

WHEREAS,  In  2013,  TIDA  and  SFPUC  entered  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding 
(the  “Memoranda  of  Understanding”)  with  a term  of  twelve  months,  subject  to  extension,  to 
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memorialize  the  terms  and  conditions  of  performance  by  the  SFPUC  of  certain  defined  utility 
services  consistent  with  the  Cooperative  Agreement  and  past  practice;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  July  2,  2014,  TIDA  and  the  Navy  entered  into  an  Economic 
Development  Conveyance  Memorandum  of  Agreement  (the  “EDC  MOA”)  which  established 
schedule  and  terms  of  conveyance  of  NSTI  to  TIDA;  and 

WHEREAS,  THE  EDC  MOA  included  as  an  Exhibit  a Utilities  Agreement  addressing 
utility-specific  matters  arising  out  of  the  transfer  of  property  and  infrastructure  from  the  Navy  to 
TIDA;  and, 

WHEREAS,  TIDA  and  SFPUC  staff  have  negotiated  a revised  Memorandum  of 
Understanding,  a copy  of  which  is  on  file  with  the  Board  Secretary,  extending  the  term  for  an 
additional  twelve  months  and  recognizing  the  execution  of  the  EDC  MOA  and  Utilities 
Agreement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Authority  Board  of  Directors  approves  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  the  TIDA  and  the  SFPUC  in  substantially  the  form  on  file  with  the 
Board  Secretary;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Authority  Board  of  Directors  authorizes  the  Treasure 
Island  Director  to  enter  into  any  additions,  amendments  or  other  modifications  to  the 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  that  the  Treasure  Island  Director  determines,  following 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interests  of  the  City,  that  do  not  materially 
increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  TIDA,  that  do  not  materially  reduce  the  rights  of  the 
TIDA,  and  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  complete  the  transactions  contemplated  by  the 
Memorandum  of  Understanding,  such  determination  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the 
execution  and  delivery  by  the  Treasure  Island  Director  of  the  documents;  and,  be  it 
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FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  Treasure  Island  Director  shall  return  to  the  Authority 
Board  each  year,  in  connection  with  any  extension  of  the  Cooperative  Agreement  with  the 
Navy,  to  review  and  possibly  extend  the  term  of  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding. 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SECRETARY 


I hereby  certify  that  I am  the  duly  elected  Secretary  of  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority,  a California  nonprofit  public  benefit  corporation,  and  that  the 
above  Resolution  was  duly  adopted  and  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Authority  at  a properly  noticed  meeting  on  September  10,  2014. 


Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
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AGENDA  ITEM  6c 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Meeting  of  September  10,  2014 

Subject:  Resolution  Authorizing  the  Adjustment  of  Rates  for  Utility  Users  on  Treasure  Island 

and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (Action  Item). 

Contact:  Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 

BACKGROUND 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (the  “Authority”)  performs  Base  Caretaker  duties  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  Navy  pursuant  to  the  Base  Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement,  as 
amended  (the  "Cooperative  Agreement")  between  United  States  Navy  and  the  Authority.  The 
Cooperative  Agreement  was  initially  signed  on  March  12,  1997,  between  the  City  and  the  Navy. 
In  November  1998,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  authorized  the  Authority  to  enter  into  the 
Cooperative  Agreement  and  assume  the  City's  obligations  thereunder.  Under  the  Cooperative 
Agreement,  the  Authority  is  referred  to  as  the  "Caretaker." 

Obligations  of  the  Caretaker  are  described  generally  in  Articles  I through  XI  of  the  Cooperative 
Agreement,  and  specific  duties  of  the  Caretaker  are  described  in  Functional  Annexes  1 through 
9.  Functional  Annex  6 - Utilities  Services,  describes  the  responsibilities  of  the  Caretaker  with 
respect  to  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  utilities  systems  at  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena 
Island.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  been  performing  the 
Caretaker's  responsibilities  under  Functional  Annex  6 on  the  behalf  of  the  Authority. 

Utility  rates  were  initially  established  by  the  Navy  to  defray  costs  of  utility  commodities, 
operations  and  maintenance.  Although  the  US  Navy  assigned  the  Caretaker  the  responsibility  to 
manage  the  utility  system  in  1998,  the  US  Navy  continued  to  set  rates  through  1999.  On  October 
1,  2000,  Modification  No.  P00013  amended  the  Cooperative  Agreement  to  allow  the  Caretaker 
to  establish  uniform  rates  for  utilities  consumers  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island. 
Section  6. 2.3.1  of  Functional  Annex  6 in  Modification  No.  P00013  provides  that  the  Caretaker 
will  operate  and  maintain  the  utility  systems  on  the  islands  and  "defray  associated  costs  through 
revenues  generated  by  charging  uniform  rates  established  by  the  Caretaker." 

On  March  8,  2006,  the  Authority's  Board  of  Directors  adopted  Resolution  No.  06-17-03/08 
approving  the  establishment  of  uniform  utility  rates  for  all  metered  utility  consumers  on  Treasure 
Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  - federal  utility  consumers  had  previously  been  charged  rates 
15%  below  other  users  - and  authorized  Authority  Staff  to  work  with  the  SFPUC  to  make  future 
recommendations  to  the  Authority  Board  regarding  utility  rate  adjustments. 

On  October  22,  2008,  the  Authority’s  Board  of  Directors  adopted  Resolution  No.  08-63-10/22 
approved  and  authorized  the  execution  of  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  SFPUC 


(the  “MOU”)  which  documented,  but  did  not  adjust , the  electric,  water,  and  sewer  utility  rates 
and  established  procedures  for  future  rate  adjustments.  The  MOU  did  adjust  the  pricing  for 
natural  gas  service  to  reflect  the  California  Department  of  General  Services  cost  to  purchase 
natural  gas.  The  MOU  called  for  Authority  and  SFPUC  staff  to  work  together  to  determine 
whether  rates  should  be  increased  or  decreased  to  pass  through  changes  in  the  cost  of  supplies 
and  materials  and  to  recover  the  cost  of  unanticipated  expenses.  Under  the  MOU,  when  TIDA 
and  SFPUC  staff  agree  that  a rate  adjustment  is  necessary,  TIDA  staff  would  bring  the 
recommendation  to  the  Authority  Board  for  review  and  approval. 

DISCUSSION 

With  the  exception  of  the  adjustment  in  2006  of  the  rates  charged  to  federal  utility  users  and  the 
adjustment  of  natural  gas  rates  in  2009,  the  metered  rates  for  utility  services  on  Treasure  Island 
and  Yerba  Buena  Island  have  not  been  adjusted  since  1999.  These  rates  have  proven  to  be 
inadequate  to  cover  the  commodity,  operation  and  maintenance  costs  of  providing  utility  service 
on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island.  The  rates  charged  for  sewer  and  gas  service,  in 
particular,  failed  to  recover  the  SFPUC’s  expenses  each  of  the  past  five  years.  The  under- 
recovery has  been  exacerbated  as  the  commodity  cost  for  water,  in  particular,  has  risen  sharply 
over  the  past  five  years  as  the  SFPUC  has  implemented  its  Water  System  Improvement  Program, 
while  the  rates  charged  to  metered  users  have  remained  unchanged. 

For  electrical,  gas  and  water  services,  the  commodity  cost  of  the  electricity/gas/water  provided 
accounts  for  roughly  80%  of  the  total  cost  of  service.  Maintaining  the  island’s  aged 
infrastructure  and  responding  to  service  calls  account  for  the  balance  of  expenses.  By 
comparison,  the  costs  of  providing  sewer  services  are  driven  primarily  by  the  costs  to  operate  the 
wastewater  treatment  plant  and  the  Island’s  43  pump  stations.  The  plant  and  pump  stations 
require  round-the-clock  supervision  and  monitoring  to  keep  performance  within  operating 
parameters,  and  equipment  routinely  require  maintenance  and  repair  to  keep  the  system 
operational. 

TIDA  and  SFPUC  staff  have  analyzed  past  and  projected  costs  of  service  to  determine  what  rate 
adjustments  would  be  required  to  fully  recover  the  costs  of  providing  utility  services  going 
forward  and  are  recommending  that  that  rates  be  adjusted  to:  (a)  Electricity  (unchanged): 
$0.14275  per  kilowatt-hour  (kW-hr);  (b)  Water:  $7.70  per  1000  gallons  (kgal);  (c)  Sewer 
Service:  13.70  per  kgal;  and  (d)  Natural  Gas:  $0.55  per  therm.  Exhibit  A to  this  Staff  Report 
shows  how  these  rates  compare  to  current  rates  charged  to  utility  users  on  Treasure  Island  and  to 
utility  users  in  San  Francisco. 

Residential  units  on  Treasure  Island  are  not  metered  individually.  A uniform  utility  fee  is 
established  for  residential  units  based  averaging  the  unmetered  consumption  of  water,  electricity 
and  gas  across  the  occupied  residential  inventory.  This  fee  has  been  escalated  4%  per  year  from 
2009  to  2014  and  is  currently  $322. 66/month.  These  annual  increases  have  kept  the  residential 
fee  closer  to  the  actual  cost  of  service,  but  applying  the  same  adjustments  recommended  for 
metered  rates  to  the  unmetered  consumption  will  increase  the  monthly  residential  utility  fee  to 
$373. 90/month. 


RECOMMENDATION 


Staff  recommends  that  the  Authority  Board  of  Directors  authorize  the  adjustment  of  utility  rates 
for  utility  users  on  Treasure  Island  and  Y erba  Buena  Island. 


Prepared  by  Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 


EXHIBIT  A 


Current 
Tl  Rate 

Proposed 
Tl  Rate 

SF  Retail  Rate** 

Water  - Commercial  ($/kgal) 

5.40 

7.70 

7.74 

Water  - Irrigation  ($/kgal) 

4.08 

7.70 

7.02 

Water  - *Flat  Residential  ($/kgal) 

5.40 

7.70 

9.20 

Sewer  - Commercial  ($/kgal) 

5.75 

13.70 

13.83 

Sewer  - * Flat  Residential  ($/kgal) 

5.75 

13.70 

12.86 

Power  - Commercial  ($/kWh) 

0.14275 

0.14275 

0.1684 

Power  - *Flat  Residential  ($/kWh) 

0.14275 

0.14275 

0.1606 

Gas  - Commercial  ($/therm) 

0.4644 

0.5500 

0.5365 

Gas  - *Flat  Residential  ($/therm) 

0.4644 

0.5500 

0.5365 

* - Residential  units  are  not  individually  metered.  Total  consumption  is  averaged  to  establish  a 

uniform  utility  charge  per  unit.  Employing  the  proposed  adjustments,  the  charge  per  unit  would 
increase  from  $322.66/month  to  $373.90/month. 


SF  Retail  Rates  provided  by  SFPUC. 
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[Resolution  Authorizing  the  Adjustment  of  Utility  Rates] 

Resolution  Authorizing  the  Adjustment  of  Rates  for  Utility  Users  on  Treasure  Island 
and  Yerba  Buena  Island. 

WHEREAS,  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  is  a military  base  located  on 
Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (together,  the  "Base"),  which  is  currently  owned  by 
the  United  States  of  America,  acting  by  and  through  the  Department  of  the  Navy  (the  "Navy”); 
and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Base  was  selected  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  in  1993,  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510,  and  its 
subsequent  amendments;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  March  12,  1997,  the  City  and  the  Navy  entered  into  the  Base 
Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement  (“Cooperative  Agreement”)  for  the  management  and 
operation  of  the  Base;  and, 

WHEREAS,  In  November  1998,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  authorized  the  Treasure 
Island  Development  Authority  (the  “Authority”)  to  assume  the  City’s  obligations  under  the 
Cooperative  Agreement;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (the  “SFPUC”)  has 
performed  the  Authority's  responsibilities  under  Functional  Annex  6 - Utilities  Services, 
including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  utility  systems  and  the  delivery  of  utilities 
services  to  the  Base,  as  a contract  provider  to  the  Authority;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  October  1,  2000,  the  Cooperative  Agreement  was  amended  by 
Modification  No.  P00013,  to  allow  the  Authority,  as  the  Caretaker  under  the  Cooperative 
Agreement,  to  establish  uniform  rates  for  utilities  consumers  on  the  Base;  and, 
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WHEREAS,  On  March  8,  2006,  the  Authority's  Board  of  Directors  adopted  Resolution 
No.  06-17-03/08  establishing  uniform  utility  rates  for  all  metered  utility  consumers  on  Treasure 
Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island,  including  federal  utility  consumers,  and  authorizing  Authority 
Staff  to  work  with  the  SFPUC  to  make  further  recommendations  to  the  Authority  Board 
regarding  future  utility  rate  adjustments;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  October  22,  2008,  the  Authority’s  Board  of  Directors  adopted 
Resolution  No.  08-63-10/22,  authorizing  a Memorandum  of  understanding  with  the  SFPUC 
documenting  the  utility  rates  in  place  since  1999,  adjusting  the  rate  for  gas  service,  and 
directing  Authority  and  SFPUC  staff  to  review  rates  on  an  as-needed  basis  and  to  make 
recommendations  to  the  Authority  Board  on  future  utility  rate  adjustments;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Authority  and  SFPUC  staff  have  reviewed  expenses,  recoveries  and  rates 
covering  the  last  five  years  and  found  that  expenditures  for  sewer,  water  and  gas  service  have 
consistently  exceeded  recoveries;  and  ^ 

WHEREAS,  The  age  and  condition  of  the  utility  infrastructure;  the  commodity  costs  for 
gas,  water  and  electricity;  and  staffing  levels  required  for  system  operation  provide  little 
margin  for  operation  cost  reductions;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  rates  charged  metered  utility  users  have  not  been  increased  since 
1999; and 

WHEREAS,  Authority  staff  have  reviewed  with  the  SFPUC  historical  utility  demand  and 
past  and  projected  operating  costs  and  are  recommending  adjustments  in  rates  to  fully 
recover  the  projected  operating  costs  for  the  current  fiscal  year;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  of  Directors  hereby  approves  the  adjustment  of  utility 
rates  charged  to  utility  users  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  TIDA  to  fully  recover 
the  costs  of  projected  cost  of  providing  utility  services;  and  be  it 
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FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  adjusted  rates  be:  (a)  Electricity  (unchanged): 
$0.14275  per  kilowatt-hour  (kW-hr);  (b)  Water:  $7.70  per  1000  gallons  (kgal);  (c)  Sewer 
Service:  13.70  per  kgal;  and  (d)  Natural  Gas:  $0.55  per  Therm. 

CERTIFICATE  OF  SECRETARY 

I hereby  certify  that  1 am  the  duly  elected  Secretary  of  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority,  a California  nonprofit  public  benefit  corporation,  and  that  the 
above  Resolution  was  duly  adopted  and  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Authority  at  a properly  noticed  meeting  on  September  10,  2014. 


Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
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AGENDA  ITEM  6d 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Meeting  of  September  10,  2014 

Subject:  Resolution  Retroactively  Approving  Revisions  to  the  Treasure  Island  Rental  Rate 

Schedule  for  Special  Events  effective  September  1,  2014 

Contact:  Jack  Nathanson,  Special  Events  and  Leasing  Manager 

Phone:  415-274-0688 

BACKGROUND 

The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (“The  Authority”)  first  adopted  a Special 
Event  Rental  Policy  (“Rental  Policy5’)  and  associated  Venue  Rental  Rate  Schedule  (“Rate 
Schedule”)  in  February  2007.  Since  that  time,  the  Rental  Policy  and  Rate  Schedule  have 
been  periodically  revised  and  updated.  The  most  recent  revision  was  approved  by  The 
Authority  February  12,  2014.  Since  that  time,  certain  administrative  costs  related  to 
operation  and  management  of  venues,  including  security,  have  increased.  As  a result, 
project  staff  has  reviewed  and  proposed  revisions  to  the  Rate  Schedule  in  order  to  offset 
increased  costs. 


PROPOSED  CHANGES  TO  THE  RATE  SCHEDULE 

Project  Staff  updated  the  Comparative  Analysis  Study  of  similar  Bay  Area  special  event 
venues  in  August,  2014,  attached  as  Exhibit  B.  The  Great  Lawn  and  parking  lots  are 
unique  to  Treasure  Island  and  therefore  finding  comparisons  is  not  practical. 
Additionally,  many  parking  lot  rates  have  not  been  increased  since  February  2007. 
Project  Staff  proposes  revisions  to  the  Rate  Schedule,  attached  as  Exhibit  A as  follows: 

- Casa  De  La  Vista:  Increase  from  $4,500  to  $5,000 
Chapel:  Increase  from  $ 1 ,000  to  $ 1 ,200. 

Great  Lawn:  Increase  from  $2,500  to  $2,750(  last  revised  in  2012). 

Building  1 80  Parking  Lot:  Increase  from  $ 1 ,000  to  $ 1 ,500(  last  revised  in  2007). 
Great  Lawn  and  Star  Barracks  Parking  Lots:  Increase  from  $1,000-$1,500(  last 
revised  in  2007). 

These  revisions  will  keep  the  venues  and  parking  lots  competitively  positioned  in  the 
market  while  helping  to  offset  increased  costs. 

FINANCIAL  IMPACT 

Project  Staff  anticipates  changes  to  have  a positive  effect  on  revenues  for  fiscal  year 
2014/2015  with  projected  Special  Event  Revenue  to  be  nearly  $430,000. 


RECOMMENDATION 


Project  Staff  recommends  that  the  Authority  Board  of  Directors  retroactively  approve  the 
proposed  revisions  to  the  Special  Event  Venue  Rate  Schedule  as  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibits  B.  Upon  adoption  of  the  amended  Special  Event  Venue  Rate  Schedule,  the 
Director  of  Island  Operations  will  be  authorized  to  enter  into  use  permits  without  specific 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  approval  of  each  permit,  provided  that  the 
permit  conforms  to  all  the  approved  permitting  parameters.  Project  staff  would  not  he 
authorized  to  enter  into  permits  at  rental  rates  below  those  adopted  or  on  terms  and 
conditions  that  are  not  consistent  with  the  parameters  in  the  Interim  Subleasing  Policy 
without  specific  authorization  from  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  of 
Directors. 


EXHIBITS: 

EXHIBIT  A:  Venue  Comparative  Analysis 
EXHIBIT  B:  Rate  Schedule  for  Special  Events 


Prepared  by:  Jack  Nathanson,  Special  Events  and  Leasing  Manager 
For:  Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operations 


◄ 

H 

1/1 

I— I 

> 

< 

w 

p 

-< 

■9 

U 

£ 

o 

<Z5 

3 

Ph 

s 

o 

u 

w 

H 

2 


CATERER 

wvc 

List 

$$$ 

List 

BYO 

BYO 

BYO+10% 

List 

DANCE 

FLOOR 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

TABLES 

CHAIRS 

YES 

NO 

SOME 

YES 

NO 

NO 

YES 

NO 

EXTRA 

HOUR 

CHARGE 

$150-$250 

$250 

$150 

$150 

RENTAL 

PERIOD 

8 hours 

8 hours 
4 hours 
7 hours 
1 0 hours 
1 0 hours 

per  hour 

SITE  RENTAL 
FEES** 

$5,000 

$450045,000 

$7,500 

$1,90043,900 
$4,40047,700 
$4,00046,000 
$175p/hr+10%cate 
ring  fee 

$8,500 

MAX 

SEATED 

CAPACITY 

180 

180 

200 

150 

250 

130 

250 

200 

VENUE 

CASA  DE  LA  VISTA  (Proposed) 
SF  FILM  CENTER-PRESIDIO 
HAMLIN  MANSION 
BRAZILIAN  ROOM 
GOLDEN  GATE  CLUB-Presidio 
CLUBHOUSE  -PRESIDIO 

O-CLUB-ALAMEDA 
FLOOD  MANSION 

w 

-A 


^ g 8 

as  a 

a o ' 

O CL)  5 

rfH  W ^ 

^ 2 O 
0>  o 

g ^ 2 

^ § >H 
° ^ bJO 


B £ « 

si  g£ 

j -ee-  M 


JANUARY  2007 


TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 

EVENT  VENUE  RATE  SCHEDULE 

VENUE 

RENTAL  PERIOD 

STANDARD  RATE 

Building  1 Lobby  ( Managed  By  The  Collaborative) 

Casa  de  la  Vista 

8 hours 

$5,000 

Chapel 

3 hours 

$1,200 

Fogwatch  Picnic  Area 

8 hours 

$500 

Fogwatch  Picnic  Area  -Island  Resident 

8 hours 

$250 

The  Great  Lawn 

24  hours 

$2,750 

Building  3 

24  hours 

$17,500 

Set-Up/Breakdown  Day 

per  rental  period 

50%  Base  Rental  Fee  ( B-3  set 
up  breakdown  fee  $2500) 

Parking  Lots 

Administration  Building 

24  hours 

$1,000 

Chapel  Lot 

24  hours 

$1,000 

building  180 

24  hours 

$1,500 

Great  Lawn  Parking  Lot 

24  hours 

$1,500 

Eucalyptus  Lot 

24  hours 

$1,500 

Building  3 

24  hours 

$1,500 

9th  , btwn  Ave  A & D (North  star  barracks) 

24  hours 

$1,500 

4th  Street,  btwn  Ave  A & D (South  star  barracks) 

24  hours 

$1,500 

Gym  Lot 

24  hours 

$1,000 

Un  Paved  Lots,  4th  & 5th  at  M & N 

24  hours 

$500 

Child  Care  Center  Lot 

24  hours 

$1,000 

Triangular  Lot,  4th  Between  M &N 

24  hours 

$1,000 

FILM  AND  PHOTO  SHOOT  FEES 

Minor  Still  Photo  Shoot 

per  day 

$500 

Minor  Film  Shoot 

per  day 

$1,000 

Major  Film  Shoot 

per  day 

$1,500 

Student  Film/Photo  Projects 

Waived,  subject  to  requirements 

**STILL  PHOTO  and  FILM  PERMITS  require  minimum  five  days  advance  notice  for  processing  and  do  not  applv  to  weddings 

RATES  EFFECTIVE  9/1/14-SUBJECT  TO  CHANGE 

I 


II 
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[Revisions  to  the  Treasure  Island  Rental  Rates  for  Special  Events.] 


Resolution  Retroactively  Approving  Revisions  to  the  Treasure  Island  Rental  Rate 
Schedule  for  Special  Events  effective  September  1,  2014. 

WHEREAS,  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  is  a military  base  located  on 
Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (together,  the  "Base"),  which  is  currently  owned  by 
the  United  States  of  America,  acting  by  and  through  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  and, 
WHEREAS,  The  Base  was  selected  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  in  1993,  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510,  and  its 
subsequent  amendments;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  Treasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1997,  which  amended 
Section  33492.5  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  and  added  Section  2.1  to  Chapter 
1333  of  the  Statutes  of  1968  (the  “Act”),  the  California  Legislature  (i)  designated  the  Authority 
as  a redevelopment  agency  under  California  redevelopment  law  with  authority  over  the  Base 
upon  approval  of  the  City’s  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  (ii)  with  respect  to  those  portions  of  the 
Base  which  are  subject  to  Tidelands  Trust,  vested  in  the  Authority  the  authority  to  administer 
the  public  trust  for  commerce,  navigation  and  fisheries  as  to  such  property;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  designation  of  the  Authority  as  a 
redevelopment  agency  for  Treasure  Island  in  1997;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  January  24,  2012,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rescinded  designation  of 
the  Authority  as  the  redevelopment  agency  for  Treasure  Island  under  California  Community 
Redevelopment  Law  in  Resolution  No.  11-12;  and  that  such  rescission  does  not  affect 
Authority's  status  as  the  Local  Reuse  Authority  for  Treasure  Island  or  the  Tidelands  Trust 
trustee  for  the  portions  of  Treasure  Island  subject  to  the  Tidelands  Trust,  or  any  of  the  other 
powers  or  authority;  and, 
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WHEREAS,  The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (“The  Authority”)  first  adopted 
a Special  Event  Rental  Policy  (“Rental  Policy”)  and  associated  Venue  Rental  Rate  Schedule 
(“Rate  Schedule”)  in  February  2007  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  most  recent  revision  was  approved  by  The  Authority  February  12, 
2014  and, 

WHEREAS,  Certain  administrative  costs  related  to  operation  and  management  of 
venues,  including  security,  have  increased  and, 

WHEREAS,  Project  Staff  updated  the  Comparative  Analysis  Study  of  similar  Bay  Area 
special  event  venues  in  August,  2014  and, 

WHEREAS,  Project  Staff  proposes  revisions  to  the  Rate  Schedule,  Increasing  Casa 
De  La  Vista  from  $4,500.00  to  $5,000.00;  increasing  The  Chapel  from  $1,000.00  to  $1200.00; 
increasing  The  Great  Lawn  from  $2,500.00  to  $2,750.00;  increasing  Building  180  Parking  Lot 
from  $1,000.00  to  $1,500.00;  and,  increasing  The  Great  Lawn  and  Star  Barracks  Parking  Lotjf 1 
from  $1 ,000.00  to  $1 ,500.00  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  The  Authority  Board  of  Directors  approve  the  proposed  revisions  to  the 
Treasure  Island  Rental  Rates  for  Special  Events;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  If  approved  by  the  Authority  Board  of  Directors,  the  Director  of 
Island  Operations  will  be  authorized  to  enter  into  use  permits  without  specific  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority  Board  approval  of  each  permit,  provided  that  the  permit  conforms  to  all 
the  approved  permitting  parameters  set  forth  in  the  revised  Rental  Policy. 


♦ 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SECRETARY 

I hereby  certify  that  I am  the  duly  elected  Secretary  of  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority,  a California  nonprofit  public  benefit  corporation,  and  that  the 
above  Resolution  was  duly  adopted  and  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Authority  at  a properly  noticed  meeting  on  February  12,  2014. 


Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
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AGENDA  ITEM  6e 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Meeting  of  September  10,  2014 

Subj ect:  Resolution  Approving  Fiscal  Year  20 1 4/1 5 Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate 

Schedule. 

Contact:  Richard  A.  Rovetti,  Deputy  Director  of  Real  Estate 

Phone:  415-274-3365 

Background 

During  the  interim  period  preceding  transfer  of  the  real  property  from  the  US  Navy  to  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (the  “Authority”),  the  Authority  earns  operating  revenue 
by  subleasing  property  leased  from  the  US  Navy.  On  July  11,  2007,  the  Authority  Board  of 
Directors  (Resolution  No.  07-54-07/1 1)  delegated  authority  to  the  Director  of  Island  Operations 
to  approve  and  execute  subleases  on  behalf  of  the  Authority,  provided  that  the  terms  of  said 
subleases  met  certain  parameters  as  found  in  the  Authority’s  Interim  Subleasing  Policy. 
Contained  within  the  delegated  authority  is  a schedule  of  minimum  monthly  rental  rates  for 
subleases  which  can  be  executed  by  the  Director  of  Island  Operations  without  Authority  Board 
review  and  approval.  The  term  "sublease"  refers  to  both  subleases  and  use  permits  for  properties 
listed  on  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule.  Such  delegated  authority  can  only  be 
executed  under  the  following  criteria. 

1 . The  sublease  is  for  a use  that  is  consistent  with  the  permitted  use  under  the  applicable 
Master  Lease  or  License  Agreement  between  the  US  Navy  and  the  Authority; 

2.  The  sublease  is  for  space  included  in  the  current  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate 
Schedule  adopted  by  the  Authority  Board,  and  the  sublease  rent  conforms  to  the 
Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  and  the  applicable  Administrative  Code 
provisions; 

3.  The  subtenant  executes  the  Authority’s  standard  form  sublease  or  use  permit  with  no 
alterations  except  for  minor  changes  approved  by  the  City  Attorney  or  changes  in 
insurance  approved  by  the  City  Risk  Manager; 

4.  The  sublease  term  does  not  exceed  month-to-month  and  is  no  greater  than  the  term 
provided  the  Authority  in  its  Master  Lease  or  License  Agreement  with  the  US  Navy; 

5.  The  sublease  may  include  up  to  30  days  of  Early  Entry  for  tenant  improvements  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  the  term;  and 
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6.  The  sublease  includes  a Security  Deposit  that  equals  to  at  least  two  times  of  the 

monthly  Base  Rent.  The  Security  Deposit  for  sublease  renewals  shall  be  at  least  two 
times  the  initial  monthly  base  rent. 

The  Authority’s  Interim  Subleasing  Policy  describes  how  all  subleasing  and  sublease  renewals 
shall  be  conducted  utilizing  a standardized  procedure  with  the  objective  of  ensuring  transparency 
in  the  terms  and  conditions  of  all  transactions  and  agreements  with  third  parties,  and  the  resulting 
outcome  being  that  of  a streamlined  subleasing  procedure.  The  Interim  Subleasing  Policy 
provides  for  a periodic  update  of  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule.  On  July  10, 
2013,  the  Authority  Board  updated  its  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  for  2013/2014. 
The  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  sets  the  minimum  sublease  rental  rates  per  square 
foot  by  type  of  use  and  facility. 

During  the  past  12  months,  demand  for  space  on  Treasure  Island  has  remained  high  relative  to 
the  balance  of  San  Francisco.  Recent  leasing  activity  has  lowered  the  Authority’s  inventory  of 
available  warehouse,  industrial  and  office  space. 

Project  Staff  has  reviewed  the  initial  appraisal  report  prepared  by  Cameghi-Blum  & Partners, 
Inc.,  as  well  as  available  commercial  data  including  comparables  of  property  similarly  situated  to 
that  of  Treasure  Island,  and  has  evaluated  Authority  transactions  over  the  past  year. 
Additionally,  taking  into  consideration  (1)  the  Authority’s  inability  to  offer  sublease  terms 
greater  than  month-to-month  with  an  annual  expiration  date  of  November  30th  2015;  (2)  the  age 
and  condition  of  the  properties;  and  (3)  the  imminent  commencement  of  the  Development 
Project,  the  data  analysis  confirms  that  the  Authority’s  rate  structure  is  appropriate  and  in  line 
with  current  market  conditions.  Therefore,  the  proposed  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate 
Schedule  is  being  amended  to  include  additional  properties  but  no  rate  increases  are  being 
proposed  at  this  time.  Moreover,  Authority  staff  continues  to  have  the  ability  to  negotiate  higher 
rates  than  those  found  in  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule. 

Proposed  additions  to  FY  2014/15  minimum  monthly  rental  rate  schedule 
Project  Staff  proposes  to  add  Treasure  Island  Buildings  157  and  421  to  the  Minimum  Monthly 
Rental  Rate  Schedule  in  order  to  establish  a minimum  monthly  rental  rate  for  these  newly  added 
buildings  to  be  consistent  with  Navy  Master  Lease  amendments  that  added  these  buildings  to  the 
portfolio  of  properties  which  the  Authority  leases  from  the  Navy. 

Renewals  of  existing  Subleases 

The  Interim  Subleasing  Policy  allows  for  renewals  of  existing  subleases  at  rental  rates  adjusted 
between  2%  and  5%  based  on  local  market  conditions.  Project  Staff  recommends  negotiating 
between  a 2%  and  5%  rent  increase  for  renewals  of  existing  subleases  and  permits  scheduled  to 
expire  on  November  30,  2014.  The  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  includes  a list  of 
existing  subleases  that  the  Authority  Board  previously  approved  due  to  the  fact  that  these 
subleases  were  at  rental  rates  below  those  previously  adopted  or  on  terms  and  conditions  that  are 
not  consistent  with  the  parameters  in  the  Interim  Subleasing  Policy.  Authority  staff  proposes  to 
either:  (1)  enter  into  an  amendment  to  sublease  or  a new  sublease  agreement  with  each  of  the 
existing  subtenants,  including  the  subtenants  listed  on  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate 
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Schedule,  on  a month  to  month  basis  through  November  30,  2015  at  a rental  rate  of  no  less  than 
the  current  rent  payable  under  each  sublease  increased  by  a minimum  of  2%,  with  a Security 
Deposit  of  two  times  the  initial  Base  Rent;  (2)  or  on  the  same  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in 
the  existing  sublease  agreements. 

Recommendation 

Project  Staff  recommends  that  the  Authority  Board  approve  the  proposed  amended  Minimum 
Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A.  Upon  adoption  of  this  amended 
Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule,  the  Director  of  Island  Operations  will  be  authorized  to 
enter  into  subleases  and  permits  and  extensions  of  existing  subleases  and  permits  without 
specific  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  approval  of  each  sublease,  permit  or 
extension,  provided  that:  (i)  the  sublease,  permit  or  extension  conforms  to  all  the  approved 
subleasing  parameters;  or  (ii)  if  the  extension  is  for  an  existing  sublease  or  permit,  the  term  of  the 
month  to  month  extension  will  expire  on  November  30,  2015,  the  rental  rate  is  no  less  than  the 
current  rent  payable  by  such  subtenant  increased  by  a minimum  of  2%,  and  the  extension  is 
otherwise  on  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  existing  sublease  or  permit.  Project  Staff 
would  not  be  authorized  to  enter  into  subleases,  permits  or  extensions  of  existing  subleases  or 
permits  at  rental  rates  below  those  adopted  or  on  terms  and  conditions  that  are  not  consistent 
with  the  parameters  in  the  Interim  Subleasing  Policy  without  specific  authorization  from  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  of  Directors. 

Exhibit: 

EXHIBIT  A - Amended  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule 
EXHIBIT  B - Interim  Subleasing  Policy 

Prepared  by:  Richard  A.  Rovetti,  Deputy  Director  of  Real  Estate 
For:  Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operations 
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Exhibit  A 

FY  2014/15  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule 


Building 

No. 

Name 

Highest  and  Best  Use 

Minimum  Rental 
Rate  psf 

1 

Administrative  Building 

Office 

$0.75 

2 

Hangar  2 

Industrial 

$0.15 

3 

Hangar  3 

Industrial 

$0.10 

29 

Building  29 

Industrial 

$0.10 

33 

Former  Tl  School 

Office  / Commercial 

$0.25 

34 

Commissary 

Industrial 

$0.25 

41 

Building  41 

Office  / Storage 

$0.25 

62 

Building  62 

Industrial 

$0.41 

69 

Shed 

Industrial 

$0.20 

83  YBI 

Garage 

Industrial 

$0.25 

140 

Nimitz  Conference  Center 

Office  / Commercial 

$0.25 

141 

Building  141 

Industrial 

$0.25 

146 

Gatehouse 

Retail 

$1.25 

157 

Firehouse 

Industrial 

$0.25 

180 

Building  180 

Industrial 

$0.25 

183 

Cafe 

Retail 

$1.25 

187 

Chapel 

Office  / Commercial 

$0.50 

201 

Navy  Exchange 

Industrial 

$0.20 

202 

Coin  Laundry/Credit  Union 

Industrial 

$0.10 

205  YBI 

Garage 

Industrial 

$0.25 

215 

Building  215 

Industrial 

$0.10 

216 

RV  Storage 

Industrial 

$0.10 

221  YBI 

Office  Storage 

Industrial 

$0.50' 

225 

DPW  Hobby  Shop 

Industrial 

$0.25 

229 

Club  House  (Life  Learning) 

Office  / Assembly 

$0.50 

229  YBI 

Tower 

Office 

$0.10 

230  YBI 

Garage  & Guest  Quarters 

Office  / Commercial 

$0.25 

258 

Post  Office 

Industrial 

$0.05 

261 

Bowling  Alley 

Recreation  / Industrial 

$0.05 

264 

PUC  Shop 

Industrial 

$0.25 

265 

Library 

Office  / Commercial 

$0.50 

292 

Warehouse 

Industrial 

$0.10 

298 

Yacht  Club 

Office  / Assembly 

$0.50 

330 

Gas  Station 

Industrial 

$0.05 

335 

Shed 

Industrial 

$0.25 

346 

Building  346 

Industrial 

$0.25 

384 

Building  384 

Industrial 

$0.25 

401 

Theater 

Office  / Commercial 

$0.05 

Building 

No. 

Name 

Highest  and  Best  Use 

Minimum  Rental 
Rate  psf 

421 

Firehouse  shed 

Industrial 

$0.25 

448 

Building  448 

Industrial 

$0.25 

449 

Building  449 

Commercial 

$0.50 

454 

Building  454 

Industrial 

$0.25 

501 

Building  501 

Industrial 

$0.25 

520 

Building  520 

Industrial 

$0.25 

530 

Building  530 

Industrial 

$0.25 

670 

Brig 

Industrial 

$0.25 

671 

Carpentry  Shop 

Industrial 

$0.35 

Quarters  1 

Nimitz  House 

Office  / Residential 

$0.25 

Quarters  2 

Historic  Residence 

Office  / Residential 

$0.25 

Quarters  3 

Historic  Residence 

Office  / Residential 

$0.25 

Quarters  4 

Historic  Residence 

Office  / Residential 

$0.25 

Quarters  5 

Historic  Residence 

Office  / Residential 

$0.25 

Quarters  6 

Historic  Residence 

Office  / Residential 

$0.25 

Quarters  7 

Historic  Residence 

Office  / Residential 

$0.25 

Quarters  62 

Residence 

Office  / Commercial 

$0.25 

Paved 
Land/  Pier 

space  $0.10 

Unpaved 

Land  $0.05 

Existing  Subleases  / Use  Permits  Previously  Approved  by 
Authority  Board  of  Directors 


Sublease  / 
Permit  No. 

Subtenant  / Permittee 

Use 

Resolution  No. 

P-100 

New  Cingular  Wireless  PCS,  LLC 

Cell 

09-43-07/08 

P-133 

T-Mobile  West  Corporation,  Inc.,  a 
Delaware  corporation 

Cell 

10-08-03/10 

P-456 

Indigo  Films  Entertainment  Group 

Filming 

11-40-06/22 

11 

SFPD  Behavioral  Sciences  Unit 

Office 

Counseling 

08-14-04/09 

15 

New  Cingular  Wireless  PCS,  LLC 

Cell  Site 

08-17-04/09 

18 

SFPD  Motorcycle  Solo  Unit 

Office 

Training 

08-15-04/09 

Sublease  / 
Permit  No. 

Subtenant  / Permittee 

Use 

Resolution  No. 

148 

T-Mobile  West  Corporation,  Inc.,  a 
Delaware  corporation 

Cell 

10-43-10/03 

346 

Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development 
Initiative 

Office 

08-46-09/18 

351 

WILLIAM  COLLISTER  AND  GERRID  JOY, 
individuals 

Shed 

10-24-05/12 

353 

Island  Creative 

shed 

09-06-01/14 

361 

The  San  Francisco  Fog  Rugby  Club,  Inc. 

Athletic 

Clubhouse 

08-32-06/1 1 

365 

Treasure  Island  Sailing  Center  Foundation 

Sailing 

Center 

08-48-09/18 

369 

Bay  Ship  and  Yacht  Co.,  a California 
corporation 

Pier 

09-66-11/18 

374 

Treasure  Island  Yacht  Club 

clubhouse 

08-59-10/22 

380 

Wine  Valley  Catering  (cafe) 

Cafe 

09-15-02/11 

392 

Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development 
Initiative 

Land 

08-47-09/18 

394 

San  Francisco  Gaelic  Athletic  Association 

Athletic  Field 

08-05-02/13 

404 

San  Francisco  Gaelic  Athletic  Association 

Athletic  Field 

08-65-10/22 

410 

San  Francisco  Little  League,  Inc. 

Athletic  Field 

08-39-07/09 

411 

San  Francisco  Little  League,  Inc. 

Athletic  Field 

08-40-07/09 

412 

San  Francisco  Gaelic  Athletic  Association 

Athletic 

Clubhouse 

09-22-05/13 

421 

SFGG  Rugby  Foundation,  Inc 

Athletic  Field 

09-03-01/14 

455 

Catholic  Charities  CYO 

Childcare 

11-37-06/22 

697 

Life  Learning  Academy 

Charter 

School 

13-19-06/12 

809 

TIHDI,  Toolworks,  and  Solrouge  (“the 
Collaborative”) 

Events 

14-11-03/12 

< 


i 


f 


Exhibit  B 

TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
INTERIM  SUBLEASING  POLICY 

During  the  interim  period  preceding  transfer  of  the  real  property  from  the  US  Navy  to  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (the  “Authority”),  the  Authority  earns  operating 
revenue  to  support  the  policy  goals  and  objectives  of  the  City  and  the  Authority  by 
subleasing  property  leased  or  licensed  from  the  US  Navy.  The  purpose  of  the  Authority's 
Interim  Subleasing  Policy  is  to  establish  the  rules  and  procedures  for  subleasing  real 
property  during  the  interim  period. 

I.  POLICY  STATEMENT 

All  subleasing  and  sublease  renewals  shall  be  conducted  utilizing  a standardized 
procedure  with  the  objective  of  ensuring  transparency  in  the  terms  and  conditions  of  all 
transactions  and  agreements  with  third  parties,  and  the  resulting  outcome  being  that  of 
streamlined  leasing  procedures.  The  term  "sublease"  refers  to  both  subleases  and  use 
permits  for  properties  listed  on  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule.  Use 
permits  are  used  for  those  properties  on  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  that 
are  subject  to  a Navy  License  Agreement  instead  of  a Navy  Master  Lease. 

Standardization  - To  competitively  position  the  Authority’s  commercial  properties,  the 
sublease  process  requires  the  use  of  standardized  form  leases,  business  terms  and 
parameters.  Parameters  shall  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  Authority  from  time  to 
time  for  use  by  Project  Staff.  Exceptions  to  utilization  of  standardized  forms  and 
parameters  shall  be  approved  by  the  Authority  in  its  sole  and  absolute  discretion. 

Marketing  - Marketing  shall  be  conducted  in  a public,  open  and  transparent  method  that 
is  intended  to  maximize  exposure  of  the  properties.  Such  marketing  shall  include 
notifications  of  available  space  in  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  website  as 
well  as  commercial  websites,  such  as  Co-Star  and  paid  advertisements  in  print  media  as 
necessary  to  reach  the  commercial  markets 

II.  SUBLEASE  BUSINESS  TERMS  AND  ALLOWANCES 

A.  Standard  Form  Sublease.  The  subtenant  will  sign  a standard  form  sublease  or 
use  permit  with  no  changes  except  minor  changes  approved  by  the  City  Attorney 
or  changes  to  the  insurance  requirements  approved  by  the  City's  Risk  Manager. 
Any  changes  to  the  sublease  or  use  permit  which  significantly  alter  the  potential 
liabilities  or  the  responsibilities  of  the  Authority  will  require  Authority  approval. 

B.  Business  Terms  and  Parameters.  The  Business  Terms  of  the  sublease  shall  fall 
within  the  following  general  parameters: 

1)  Uses.  Uses  of  subleased  properties  shall  be  consistent  with  uses  prescribed  by 
the  US  Navy  and  uses  assigned  by  the  Authority;  or,  in  the  case  of  a multiple 
tenant  property,  shall  be  similar  to  and/or  compatible  with  the  other  uses  in  the 
property. 

2)  Term.  The  term  of  the  sublease  shall  be  no  greater  than  the  term  provided 
the  Authority  in  its  lease  or  license  with  the  US  Navy. 


3)  Terms  and  Conditions.  The  basic  legal  terms  and  conditions  are 
incorporated  into  the  terms  of  a boilerplate  sublease  or  use  permit  approved  by 
the  City  Attorney.  Exceptions  to  the  boilerplate  terms  and  conditions  will  be 
approved  by  the  City  Attorney.  Subleases  and  use  permits  and  amendments  to 
subleases  and  use  permits  that  are  not  signed  “as  to  form”  by  the  City 
Attorney  are  invalid  and  not  binding  against  the  Authority. 

4)  Risk  Management.  The  Risk  Manager  for  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  established  all  insurance  requirements  for  all  subleases  and  use 
permits.  Exceptions  to  the  standard  insurance  requirements  shall  be  provided 
only  by  the  Risk  Manager  and  shall  be  in  writing. 

5)  Annual  Rate  Adjustments.  Each  year,  rental  rates  for  current  subtenants  are 
adjusted  between  2%  and  5%  based  on  the  change  in  the  local  Consumer  Price 
Index,  as  well  as  general  and  local  market  conditions. 

6)  Minimum  Rents.  The  sublease  or  use  permit  provides  for  minimum  rents 
that  are  no  lower  than  the  rate  for  space  of  the  category  subleased,  as  shown 
on  the  Minimum  Rental  Rate  Schedule  adopted  periodically  by  the 
Authority. 

7)  Security  Deposit  Each  subtenant  shall  provide  the  Authority  a Security 
Deposit  that  is  equal  to  at  least  two  times  the  monthly  base  rent.  The  Security 
Deposit  may  be  greater  based  on  a review  of  risk  factors  for  a subtenant.  The 
Security  Deposit  for  lease  renewals  shall  be  at  least  two  times  the  initial 
monthly  base  rent. 

C.  The  sublease  may  include  Allowances. 

1 ) Early  Entry.  The  subtenant  may  take  early  occupancy,  up  to  a maximum  of 
30  days,  to  make  improvements  to  the  property  to  prepare  it  for  occupancy. 

2)  Rent  Credit.  Rent  Credits  may  be  allowed  to  make  improvements  to  the 
premises.  The  value  of  Rent  Credits  cannot  exceed  50%  of  Year  One  base 
rent.  Rent  Credits  may  be  used  to  offset  no  more  than  50%  of  the  subtenant’s 
base  rent  for  any  month. 

3)  Paint  and  Carpet  Allowance.  The  quoted  rate  for  full  service  office  space 
assumes  move-in  space  with  good  paint  and  carpeting.  In  the  event  a 
subtenant  takes  office  space  that  does  not  meet  the  standard,  the  subtenant 
may  be  provided  an  allowance  for  paint  and  carpet  up  to  a maximum  of  $2.00 
per  square  foot  to  make  these  cosmetic  improvements  to  the  premises. 

4)  Limitations  to  Rent  Credit  and  Paint  and  Carpet  Allowance(s).  Either 
Rent  Credit  or  Paint  and  Carpet  Allowance(s)  may  be  used  to  reduce  monthly 
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base  rent  for  a period  that  shall  not  exceed  twelve  months.  In  no  event  shall 
credits  or  allowances  be  used  to  reduce  monthly  base  rent  by  an  amount 
greater  than  50%  of  the  monthly  base  rent  for  the  month.  Allowances  may  be 
provided  as  a condition  of  a renewal. 

5)  Certification  of  Rent  Credits  and  Paint  and  Carpet  Allowance(s).  Plans 
and  descriptions  of  work  and  materials  that  may  be  eligible  for  Rent  Credit  or 
Paint  and  Carpet  Allowance(s)  and  the  maximum  potential  value  of  Rent 
Credit  or  Paint  and  Carpet  Allowance(s)  must  be  agreed  upon  and  made  a part 
of  the  terms  of  the  sublease.  Rent  Credit  and  Paint  and  Carpet  Allowance(s) 
will  only  become  available  after  invoices  for  materials  purchased  and  work 
performed  have  been  certified  by  Project  Staff  as  being  a fair  representation  of 
work  completed  and  work  eligible  for  Rent  Credit  or  Paint  and  Carpet 
Allowance(s).  Neither  Rent  Credit  nor  Paint  and  Carpet  Allowance(s)  will  be 
available  to  the  subtenant  to  reduce  monthly  base  rent  prior  to  certification  of 
satisfactory  completion  of  work. 

D.  Subtenant  Requirements. 

1)  Permits.  The  subtenant  will  comply  with  all  applicable  permitting  and 
regulatory  requirements  of  the  Authority,  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  the  US  Navy  and  any  other  regulatory  agency. 

2)  Credit  Check.  The  subtenant  must  meet  the  same  standards  of  credit 
worthiness  and  other  financial  conditions  as  required  for  subtenants  receiving 
full  Authority  review. 

III.  REVIEW  AND  REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS 

A.  Prior  to  execution  by  the  Director  of  Island  Operations,  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  a sublease  shall  be  reviewed  by  the  US  Navy,  the  Treasure  Island  Homeless 
Development  Initiative  and  the  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce  Development 
to  assure  that  the  proposed  subtenant  and  the  terms  of  the  proposed  sublease  are 
compatible  with  current  and  future  activities  and  operations,  as  well  as  the 
Development  Project  and  Authority  obligations  to  the  Treasure  Island  Homeless 
Development  Initiative  and  Treasure  Island  Community  Development,  LLC. 

B.  The  Director  of  Island  Operations  shall  present  a written  description  at  each 
monthly  meeting  of  the  Authority  describing  all  subleasing  activity,  including 
subleases  and  renewals  signed  by  the  Director  and  the  terms  of  those  subleases 
and  renewals. 
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[Interim  Subleasing  Policy  and  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule] 

Resolution  Approving  Fiscal  Year  2014/15  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule. 

WHEREAS,  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  is  a military  base  located  on 
Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (together,  the  "Base"),  which  is  currently  owned  by 
the  United  States  of  America,  acting  by  and  through  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  and, 
WHEREAS,  The  Base  was  selected  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  in  1993,  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510,  and  its 
subsequent  amendments;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  Treasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1997,  which  amended 
Section  33492.5  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  and  added  Section  2.1  to  Chapter 
1333  of  the  Statutes  of  1968  (the  “Act”),  the  California  Legislature  (i)  designated  the  Authority 
as  a redevelopment  agency  under  California  redevelopment  law  with  authority  over  the  Base 
upon  approval  of  the  City’s  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  (ii)  with  respect  to  those  portions  of  the 
Base  which  are  subject  to  Tidelands  Trust,  vested  in  the  Authority  the  authority  to  administer 
the  public  trust  for  commerce,  navigation  and  fisheries  as  to  such  property;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  designation  of  the  Authority  as  a 
redevelopment  agency  for  Treasure  Island  in  1997;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  January  24,  2012,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rescinded  designation  of 
the  Authority  as  the  redevelopment  agency  for  Treasure  Island  under  California  Community 
Redevelopment  Law  in  Resolution  No.  11-12;  and  that  such  rescission  does  not  affect 
Authority's  status  as  the  Local  Reuse  Authority  for  T reasure  Island  or  the  Tidelands  T rust 
trustee  for  the  portions  of  T reasure  Island  subject  to  the  Tidelands  T rust,  or  any  of  the  other 
powers  or  authority;  and, 
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WHEREAS,  On  July  1 1 , 2007,  the  Authority  Board  of  Directors  (Resolution  No.  07-54- 
07/11)  approved  an  Interim  Subleasing  Policy  which  standardizes  the  subleasing  process  for 
the  interim  month  to  month  subleases  while  assuring  that  there  is  consistency,  transparency 
and  full  disclosure  to  the  Authority  and  the  public  by  the  use  of  a pre-approved  body  of 
subleasing  parameters  that  include  a boilerplate  sublease,  business  terms  and  minimum 
rental  rates  to  guide  Project  Staff  in  sublease  negotiations  while  assuring  compliance  with 
Board  policy;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  term  "sublease"  refers  to  both  subleases  and  use  permits  for 
properties  listed  on  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  attached  to  the  Interim 
Subleasing  Policy,  and  use  permits  are  used  for  those  properties  on  the  Minimum  Monthly 
Rental  Rate  Schedule  that  are  subject  to  a Navy  License  Agreement  instead  of  a Navy  Master 
Lease;  and, 

I 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  Interim  Subleasing  Policy,  the  Director  of  Island  Operations 
may  approve  and  execute  subleases  on  behalf  of  the  Authority,  provided  that  the  terms  of 
said  subleases  meet  certain  parameters  as  found  in  the  Authority’s  Interim  Subleasing  Policy, 
including  compliance  with  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Authority  staff  proposes  to  amend  the  existing  Minimum  Monthly  Rental 
Rate  Schedule  to  add  Treasure  Island  Buildings  157  and  421  to  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental 
Rate  Schedule  and  to  establish  minimum  monthly  rental  rates  for  these  newly  added  buildings 
consistent  with  the  Navy  Master  Lease  amendments  that  added  this  building  to  the  portfolio  of 
properties  that  the  Authority  leases  from  the  Navy;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  also  includes  a list  of 
existing  subleases  and  use  permits  (the  "Non-Parameter  Subleases  and  Use  Permits")  that 
the  Authority  Board  previously  approved  because  they  did  not  fall  within  the  parameters  set 


forth  in  the  Interim  Subleasing  Policy  for  subleases  and  use  permits  that  can  be  executed  by 
the  Director  of  Island  Operations  without  Authority  Board  approval;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Interim  Subleasing  Policy  allows  for  renewals  of  existing  subleases  at 
rental  rates  adjusted  between  2%  and  5%  based  on  the  change  in  the  local  Consumer  Price 
Index,  as  well  as  general  and  local  market  conditions;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Authority  staff  proposes  to  enter  into  new  sublease  agreements  or  use 
permits,  or  amendments  to  the  existing  subleases  or  use  permits,  with  each  of  the  existing 
subtenants,  including  the  subtenants  listed  on  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  as 
Non-Parameter  Subleases,  on  a month  to  month  basis  through  November  30,  2015  at  a rental 
rate  no  less  than  the  current  rent  payable  under  each  sublease  increased  by  2%  or  on  the 
same  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  the  existing  sublease  agreements;  Now,  Therefore,  Be 
It 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Authority  Board  approves  and  adopts  the  changes  to  the 
2014/15  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  in  substantially  the  form  attached  as  Exhibit 
A;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  2014/15  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule 
supersedes  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rate  Schedule  adopted  by  the  Authority  Board  on  July  10, 
2013  pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  13-21-07/10,  which  shall  have  no  further  effect  on  the  terms, 
conditions,  rules  and  procedures  for  subleasing  properties  on  the  Base;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Authority  Board  authorizes  the  Director  of  Island 
Operations  to  execute  new  sublease  agreements  and  use  permits,  or  amendments  to  the 
existing  sublease  agreements  and  use  permits,  with  each  of  the  existing  subtenants,  including 
the  subtenants  listed  on  the  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule  as  Non-Parameter 
Subleases,  on  a month-to-month  term  through  November  30,  2015  at  a rental  rate  of  no  less 


1 than  the  current  rent  payable  under  the  existing  sublease  increased  by  a minimum  of  2%  and 

2 otherwise  on  the  same  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  the  existing  subleases. 

3 CERTIFICATE  OF  SECRETARY 

4 I hereby  certify  that  I am  the  duly  elected  Secretary  of  the  Treasure  Island 

5 Development  Authority,  a California  nonprofit  public  benefit  corporation,  and  that  the 

6 above  Resolution  was  duly  adopted  and  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 

7 Authority  at  a properly  noticed  meeting  on  September  10,  2014. 

8 

9 

10  Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
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City  & County  of  San  francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee,  Mayor 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
www.sftreasureisland.org 


TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
MEETING  MINUTES 

September  10,  2014-  1:30PM 

Room  400,  City  Hall 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

DIRECTORS 

Linda  Fadeke  Richardson,  President  Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 

/ Larry  Mazzola,  Jr.,  VP  Mark  Dunlop,  CFO 

V.  Fei  Tsen  Dr.  Tomas  Aragon 

Hon.  Jane  Kim  (Ex-Officio) 

Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operations 
Kate  Austin,  Commission  Secretary 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order:  1:33pm 
Present 

Linda  Richardson 
Larry  Mazzola 
Mark  Dunlop 
V.  Fei  Tsen 
Tomas  Aragon 

Excused 

Supervisor  Kim,  Ex-Officio 
Jean-Paul  Samaha 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

OCT  - 6 2014 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Linda  Richardson  welcomed  meeting  attendees  and  newest  board  member,  Dr.  Tomas 
Aragon. 


2. 


General  Public  Comment 


Becky  Hogue,  PSAC,  expressed  concern  over  event  traffic  on  Avenue  of  the  Palms  and 
would  like  to  discuss  safety  for  Island  residents. 

Mark  Conners,  thanked  TIDA  for  their  help  on  National  Night  Out.  TICW  will  be 
including  a new  report  regarding  crime  statistics,  traffic  controls,  and  safety  concerns. 

Sherry  Williams,  TIHDI,  had  a back  to  school  event  and  is  co-hosting  a board  of 
education  candidate’s  forum. 

Director  Dunlop  stated  the  TIDA  Board  will  be  looking  into  traffic  concerns. 

3.  Reports 

a.  Report  by  Director  of  Island  Operations 

Mirian  Saez  spoke  on  public  safety,  an  arrest  has  been  made  for  someone  responsible  for 
2 of  the  4 reported  burglaries.  On  August  20  the  bi-monthly  Community  Meeting  was 
held.  There  has  been  1 unscheduled  power  outage  due  to  a branch  caught  in  a power  line. 
There  has  been  an  increase  in  revenue  due  to  commercial  leasing:  A full  report  of  TIDA’ s 
water  conservation  plan  is  found  in  the  packet  which  includes  fixture  assessments  and 
irrigation  adjustments.  On  November  3rd  there  will  be  a Simulation  Shelter  Activation 
with  the  Red  Cross.  The  YMCA  summer  program  included  5 Treasure  Island  youth.  This 
is  Treasure  Islands  busy  season  with  the  Dragonboat  Festival,  Fleet  Week,  Treasure 
Island  Music  Festival,  and  Oracle.  Mirian  Saez  announced  that  for  the  next  six  months 
she  will  be  Acting  Director  at  Animal  Care  & Control. 

b.  Report  by  Treasure  Island  Director 

Robert  Beck  reported  that  the  Navy  completed  their  residential  surveys  and  have  begun 
additional  work  in  Site  12.  This  past  week  the  Navy  started  doing  asbestos  abatement  in 
vacant  units  to  be  demolished  on  Bayside  Drive.  Good  progress  is  being  made  on  the 
ramps  project.  The  bike  ramps  project  that  Caltrans  is  doing  on  the  eastern  plan  is 
anticipated  to  bring  bicyclists  to  Treasure  Island  the  summer  of  2015.  The  Navy  is 
scheduled  to  issue  its  Draft  Finding  of  Suitability  to  Transfer  this  Friday.  TIDA  has  been 
working  with  staff  at  the  State  Lands  Commission  staff  on  modifications  to  the  Land 
Trust  Exchange  agreement.  Those  changes  will  go  to  the  State  Lands  Commission  in 
October.  The  geotechnical  team  is  beginning  to  do  geotechnical  borings  to  gain 
additional  information  in  preparation  for  development.  Continued  work  with  PUC 
regarding  existing  utility  infrastructure  on  the  island. 

Director  Richardson  thanks  Robert  Beck  for  his  leadership  on  spearheading  the  surveys. 
Robert  Beck  acknowledged  the  leadership  by  the  Navy’s  Project  Manager  and  contractor, 
CBI  / Shaw,  as  well  as  the  housing  providers. 

4.  Communications  From  and  Received  by  TIDA 

Director  Richardson  commented  on  the  Attendance  Policy  from  Mayor  Lee, 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

5.  Ongoing  Business  by  Board  of  Directors 


Director  Richardson  commented  on  the  Treasure  Island  Back  To  School  Night  she 
attended. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

CONSENT  AGENDA 

a.  Approving  the  Minutes  of  the  July  9,  2014  Regular  Meeting 

b.  Resolution  approving  modification  of  Memorandum  of  Understanding  Between  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  regarding  provision  of  utilities  services  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena 
Island 

c.  Resolution  Authorizing  the  Adjustment  of  Rates  for  Utility  Users  on  Treasure  Island  and 
Yerba  Buena  Island 

d.  Resolution  Retroactively  Approving  Revisions  to  the  Treasure  Island  Rental  Rate 
Schedule  for  Special  Events  effective  September  1,  2014 

e.  Resolution  Approving  Fiscal  Year  2014/15  Minimum  Monthly  Rental  Rate  Schedule 

Director  Richardson  called  for  Item  9 and  Item  10  to  be  heard  out  of  order. 

Direction  Tsen  moved  the  consent  agenda. 

Director  Mazzolla  seconded  the  motion. 

This  item  passed  unanimously. 

TICD  Presentation  on  Public  Realm  Program 

Kevin  Cognar,  CMG,  reported  on  the  Public  Realm  Program,  which  prioritizes 
pedestrians.  From  the  microclimate  on  TI,  a slanted  street  grid  was  created.  All 
residential  destinations  will  be  no  more  than  a 17  minute  walk  from  the  transit  hub.  It  is  a 
priority  that  all  pedestrian  routes  for  the  different  users  of  the  island  will  be  convenient. 
There  are  four  distinct  districts  planned  for  Treasure  Island  - the  Island  Center 
neighborhood,  Cityside  neighborhood,  Eastside  neighborhood  and  Yerba  Buena  Island. 
The  Island  Center  neighborhood  includes  the  Clipper  Cove  Promenade  along  the  Marina 
and  the  mixed-use  center  including  food,  restraunts,  laundry  and  visitor  oriented  retail. 
The  Cityside  neighborhood  includes  the  western  waterfront  of  the  island  is  includes 
pocket  parks  on  every  block  and  shared-public  ways  - primarily  pedestrian  streets  that 
run  the  length  of  the  neighborhood.  The  Eastside  Neighborhood  is  defined  by  “Eastside 
Commons,”  a linear  park  that  bisects  the  residential  community  on  the  southeastern 
comer  of  Treasure  Island.  The  forth  neighborhood  is  Yerba  Buena  Island  which  will 
include  a hotel,  but  will  primarily  be  townhome-stlye  residences.  The  development  will 
also  include  about  310  acres  of  open  spaces  designed  to  provide  a wide  variety  of  open 
spaces  to  accommodate  as  many  different  types  of  users  as  possible.  There  will  be  two 
primary  water  access  points  for  sailers,  kayakers,  etc.;  a 20  acre  urban  farm;  and  a 20  acre 
sports  park.  The  streetscape  master  plan  is  in  development  right  now  and  work  on  the 
first  Major  Phase  application  is  beginning.  Construction  will  begin  by  early  2016. 

TICD  Presentation  on  Geotechnical  Program  and  Sea  Level  Rise 

Robert  Beck  spoke  on  the  Major  Phase  Application  which  includes  the  Streetscape  and 
Signage  Master  Plan  as  well  as  the  schematic  design  for  the  Open  Space  Plan. 


Uri  Eliahu  spoke  on  the  geotechnical  concerns  on  the  Island.  The  upper  45  feet  are  man- 
made fill  and  are  susceptible  to  liquefaction  in  a seismic  event.  Underneath  the  man-made 
fill  there  is  a natural  deposit  of  bay  mud,  which  has  already  settled  on  the  north  end  of  the 
island  up  to  6.5  feet.  This  has  made  the  island  tilt  so  it  is  lower  in  the  north  than  the 
south,  which  means  the  island  needs  to  be  lifted  up  on  the  north.  Temporary  fill  will  be 
imported  during  each  phase  to  over  compress  the  bay  mud  so  that  it  will  not  have  a 
tendency  to  compress  under  the  loads  of  the  new  development. 

Dilip  Trivedi,  Moffatt  and  Nichol,  presented  on  Sea  Level  Rise.  The  strategy  for  sea  level 
rise  is  to  accommodate  16”  of  sea  level  rise  by  2050  and  up  to  55”  by  2100,  and  to 
establish  a funding  mechanism  for  adaptive  strategies  that  may  be  required  to  respond  to 
see  level  rise  beyond  55”,  including  possibly  incorporating  wetlands  on  the  north  end  of 
Treasure  Island. 

Director  Tsen  appreciates  the  team  and  is  excited  about  the  architects  and  engineers. 

Director  Dunlop  asked  if  there  has  been  any  work  stabilizing  the  island  for  current 
residents.  No  work  has  been  done  on  existing  soils  on  the  island.  The  investment  of  the 
development  is  what  will  allow  those  improvements  to  be  made. 

Director  Richardson  asked  if  the  compaction  will  happen  more  than  once.  Once 
compacted,  there  will  be  no  need  to  repeat  the  process. 

Sherry  Williams,  TIHDI,  said  that  there  has  been  some  effort  to  reinforce  buildigns  on 
Treasure  Island. 

Becky  Hogue,  PSAC,  heard  a brief  overview  of  the  sidewalks  and  are  very  excited  about 
the  sidewalks  and  pedestrian  safety. 

Miles  Gullingsrud,  Job  Corps,  intends  to  work  closely  with  TIDA  to  integrate  their 
facilities  with  the  plans  around  the  center. 

Emergency  Preparedness  Planning  Services 

Peter  Summerville,  TIDA,  presented  Emergency  Preparedness  Planning.  On-island 
services  expressed  a desire  to  implement  emergency  planning  services  on  Treasure  Island 
so  an  assessment  was  done  of  current  capabilities.  Care  and  shelter  response  is 
coordinated  through  the  city  and  Red  Cross. 

Lucien  Canton,  consultant  on  the  Emergency  Planning  project,  reviewed  the  current 
emergency  planning  documents  and  found  that  a major  strength  on  the  island  is  that 
housing  providers  understand  the  populations  that  they  work  with  and  have  identified  the 
residents  that  may  need  extra  help  in  an  emergency.  A unique  challenge  in  emergency 
preparedness  and  planning  on  TI  is  that  the  bulk  of  the  residents  are  on  the  island  when 
the  bulk  of  the  staff  is  off  the  island  and  vice  versa.  An  area  highlighted  for  improvement 
was  to  integrate  an  island-wide  emergency  preparedness  strategy  involving  TIDA  all  of 
the  housing  providers. 

Director  Richardson  is  happy  that  the  study  is  being  done 


Director  Aragon  commented  on  recent  earthquake  in  Napa  as  an  opportunity  to  reflect. 
Water  was  a big  issue.  In  Berkeley  communities  do  a stockpiling  of  resources.  Water  is 
the  most  important  resource. 

Director  Mazzola  asked  if  there  was  an  evacuation  plan.  No  there  is  not.  The  City  would 
be  responsible  for  an  island  evacuation. 

8.  Report  on  Navy  Surveys  of  Treasure  Island  Homes 

Patricia  Mcfadden,  Navy,  provided  an  update  on  the  recently  completed  surveys  of 
residential  units  and  reported  that  no  health  or  safety  risk  has  been  found.  The  surveys 
were  completed  August  19th.  The  ground  floors  of  794  residential  units  and  garages  were 
surveyed.  Three  readings  were  found  above  background  levels  - one  beneath  a vacant 
unit,  one  beneath  an  occupied  unit,  and  one  beneath  a storage  shed  - but  none  were  a 
health  risk  to  residents.  A draft  summary  report  on  the  surveys  will  be  issued  in 
November. 

Director  Richardson  thanked  Ms.  Mcfadden. 

11.  Discussion  of  Future  Agenda  Items  by  Directors 

There  was  no  Discussion  of  Future  Agenda  Items  by  Directors. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

12.  Adjourn 

Relevant  documents  such  as  resolutions,  staff  summaries,  leases,  subleases  are  available  at  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Office,  One  Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Second  Floor, 
Treasure  Island,  and  the  Government  Information  Center  at  the  Main  Library,  100  Larkin  Street. 
Public  comment  is  taken  on  each  item  on  the  agenda. 

If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been  distributed  to  the  TIDA  Board  of 
Directors  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority,  Building  One,  2nd  Floor,  One  Ave.  of 
Palms,  San  Francisco,  CA  94130  during  normal  office  hours. 

Disability  Access 

The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  holds  its  regular  meetings  at  San  Francisco  City 
Hall.  City  Hall  is  accessible  to  persons  using  wheelchairs  and  others  with  disabilities.  Assistive 
listening  devices  are  available  upon  request.  Agendas  are  available  in  large  print.  Materials  in 
alternative  formats  and/or  American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  made  available  upon 
request.  Please  make  your  request  for  alternative  format  or  other  accommodations  to  the 
Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability  554-6789  (V),  554  6799  (TTY)  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the 
meeting  to  help  ensure  availability. 

The  nearest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center  Plaza  at  the  intersection  of  Market,  Grove, 
and  Hyde  Streets.  The  accessible  MUNI  Metro  lines  are  the  J,  K,  L,  M,  and  N (Civic  Center 
Station  or  Van  Ness  Avenue  Station).  MUNI  bus  lines  serving  the  area  are  the  47  Van  Ness,  9 
San  Bruno,  and  the  6,  7,  71  Haight/  Noriega.  Accessible  curbside  parking  is  available  on  1 Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  and  Grove  Street.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible 
services,  call  923-6142. 


In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  scented  products. 
Please  help  the  City  to  accommodate  these  individuals. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  devices. 

Lobbyist  Ordinance 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Code  2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about 
the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite 
3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317  and  web  site 
http://www.sfgov.org/ethics/. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under 
the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact:  Administrator, 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA 
94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415  554  7724;  by  fax  at  415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from 
the  SOTF  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet, 
http://www.sfgov.org 


City  & County  of  San  francisco 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
M One  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
WWW.SFTREASUREISLAND.ORG 


Edwin  M.  Lee,  Mayor 


TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
MEETING  AGENDA 

October  8,  2014 -1:30PM 


Room  400,  City  Hall 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
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DIRECTORS 


Linda  Fadeke  Richardson,  President 
Larry  Mazzola,  Jr.,  VP 
V.  Fei  Tsen 

Hon.  Jane  Kim  (Ex-Officio) 


Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
Mark  Dunlop,  CFO 
Dr.  Tomas  Aragon 
JeffKositsky 
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Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 
Kate  Austin,  Commission  Secretary 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

OCT  “ 6 2014 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call  SAN  FRANCISCO 

PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

2.  General  Public  Comment 

This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  address  the  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority  Board  (“Authority  Board”)  on  matters  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Authority  Board  and  that  do  not  appear  on  the  agenda.  In  addition  to 
General  Public  Comment,  Public  Comment  will  be  held  after  each  item  on  the  agenda. 
(Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  15  minutes 


3.  Report  by  Treasure  Island  Director 

This  item  is  to  allow  the  Treasure  Island  Director  to  report  on  Island  Operations  and 
Development  activities  including  leasing,  health  and  public  safety,  utilities,  budget, 
Quality  of  Life  issues,  social  services  and  on-Island  events,  the  status  of  environmental 
remediation,  coordination  with  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  interactions  with  other  City 
and  State  agencies,  progress  with  Treasure  Island  Community  Development  in 
implementation  of  the  Disposition  and  Development  Agreement,  and  other  activities 
relating  to  the  transfer  and  development  of  the  former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island. 


RECYCLED  PAPER 


(Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  20  minutes 

4.  Communications  From  and  Received  by  TIDA  (Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  5 minutes 

5 . Ongoing  Business  by  Board  of  Directors  (Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  5 minutes 

6.  CONSENT  AGENDA  (Action  Items) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  5 minutes 

All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Agenda,  are  considered  to  be  routine  by 
the  Authority  Board  and  will  be  acted  upon  by  a single  vote  of  the  Authority  Board. 
There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these  items  unless  a member  of  the  Authority 
Board  so  requests,  in  which  event  the  matter  shall  be  removed  from  the  Consent  Agenda 
and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a.  Approving  the  Minutes  of  the  September  10,  2014  Regular  Meeting 

b.  Resolution  approving  and  authorizing  the  execution  of  Sublease  No.  898  with  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San  Francisco 
Fire  Department,  for  land  located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  Treasure 
Island,  San  Francisco,  California. 

7.  Resolution  Establishing  an  Ad  Hoc  Nominating  Committee,  Consisting  of  Three 
Members  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (“TIDA”)  Board  of  Directors  to 
Nominate  Members  of  the  TIDA  Board  to  Serve  as  Officers  of  the  TIDA  Board  in 
Accordance  With  the  TIDA  Bylaws.  (Action  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  10  minutes 

8.  Resolution  Establishing  a Infrastructure  and  Transportation  Committee,  Consisting  of 
Three  Members  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  of  Directors  to 
Serve  a One  Year  Term.  (Action  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  10  minutes 

9.  Utility  Master  Plan  Review  ( Information  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  25  min 

10.  TIMMA  Congestion  Management  Update  (Information  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  20  minutes 

1 1 . Update  on  Construction  of  YB EBay  Bridge  Westbound  Ramps  (Information  Item) 
Estimated  Length  of  Item:  10  minutes 

12.  Discussion  of  Future  Agenda  Items  by  Directors  (Discussion  Item) 

Estimated  Length  of  Item:  5 minutes 

13.  Adjourn 


Relevant  documents  such  as  resolutions,  staff  summaries,  leases,  subleases  are  available  at  the 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Office,  One  Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Second  Floor, 
Treasure  Island,  and  the  Government  Information  Center  at  the  Main  Library,  100  Larkin  Street. 
Public  comment  is  taken  on  each  item  on  the  agenda. 

If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been  distributed  to  the  TIDA  Board  of 
Directors  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority,  Building  One,  2nd  Floor,  One  Ave.  of 
Palms,  San  Francisco,  CA  94130  during  normal  office  hours. 

Disability  Access 

The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  holds  its  regular  meetings  at  San  Francisco  City 
Hall.  City  Hall  is  accessible  to  persons  using  wheelchairs  and  others  with  disabilities.  Assistive 
listening  devices  are  available  upon  request.  Agendas  are  available  in  large  print.  Materials  in 
alternative  formats  and/or  American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  made  available  upon 
request.  Please  make  your  request  for  alternative  format  or  other  accommodations  to  the 
Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability  554-6789  (V),  554  6799  (TTY)  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the 
meeting  to  help  ensure  availability. 

The  nearest  accessible  BART  station  is  Civic  Center  Plaza  at  the  intersection  of  Market,  Grove, 
and  Hyde  Streets.  The  accessible  MUNI  Metro  lines  are  the  J,  K,  L,  M,  and  N (Civic  Center 
Station  or  Van  Ness  Avenue  Station).  MUNI  bus  lines  serving  the  area  are  the  47  Van  Ness,  9 
San  Bruno,  and  the  6,  7,  71  Haight/  Noriega.  Accessible  curbside  parking  is  available  on  1 Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  and  Grove  Street.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible 
services,  call  923-6142. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  scented  products. 
Please  help  the  City  to  accommodate  these  individuals. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  devices. 

Lobbyist  Ordinance 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Code  2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about 
the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite 
3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317  and  web  site 
http  ://www.  sfgo  v.  org / ethics/. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 


Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under 
the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact:  Administrator, 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA 
94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415  554  7724;  by  fax  at  415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from 
the  SOTF  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet, 
http  ://www.  sfgov.org 
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A.  ADMINISTRATION 

TIDA  Budget  14- 
15 

Expenditures 
as  of  6/30/14 

Balance 

i 1 . TRAINING,  CONFERENCES  AND  TRAVEL  COSTS  (02200) 

20,300 

$20,300 

2.  EMPLOYEE  FIELD  EXPENSES  (LOCAL  FIELD  EXPENSES)  (02300) 

2,000 

- 

$2,000 

3.  MEMBERSHIP  FEES  (02400) 

6,700 

- 

$6,700 

TKTHER  FEES  (35235) 

$0 

, B’OMOTIONAL  AND  MARKETING  EXPENSE  (02500) 

35,000 

$0 

o.^DMIN  PROFESSIONAL  & SPECIALIZED  SERVICES  (02700) 

$0 

a.  TIHDI  - OPERATING  CONTRACT 

196,000 

$196,000 

b.  TREASURE  ISLAND  BOYS  & GIRLS  CLUB  HOUSE  (0271 1 ) 

10,000 

- 

$10,000 

c.  Tl  GYM  OPERATIONS  YMCA 

146,775 

- 

$146,775 

d.  OTHER  PROFESSIONAL  SERVICES  (02799) 

45,000 

- 

$45,000 

e.  DEVELOPMENT  PROFESSIONAL  SERVICES  (02799) 

7,245,000 

TOTAL  ADMINISTRATION 

$7,706,775 

$0 

$7,706,775 

PROFESSIONAL  & SPECIALIZED  SERVICES  (02800) 

1.  MAINTENANCE  SERVICES  - BUILDINGS 

a.  SCAVENGER  SERVICES  (Trash  Disposal) 

39,100 

- 

$39,100 

b.  JANITORIAL  SERVICES  (TOOLWORKS) 

166,150 

- 

$166,150 

c.  PEST  CONTROL  (2803) 

3,962 

- 

$3,962 

d.  GROUNDS  MAINTENANCE  (RUBICON)  ( 02801) 

738,490 

$738,490 

e.  MAINTENANCE  SERVICES  (BUILDING)  (02899) 

175,000 

$175,000 

f.  MAINTENANCE  SERVICES  (FACILITY) ) ( 02800) 

150,000 

$150,000 

q.  MISC.  FACILITIY  (PUBLIC  ART  HISTORICAL  PRESERVATION)  (03031) 

20,000 

- 

$20,000 

2.  RENTS  & LEASES  - EQUIPMENT  (03100-03599) 

35,000 

- 

$35,000 

5,  EQUIPMENT  - (060929) 

TOTAL  PROFFESSIONAL  & SPECIALIZED  SERVICES 

$1,327,702 

$0 

$1,327,702 

MATERIALS  & SUPPLIES 

3,  MATERIALS  & SUPPLIES  (04000) 

25,000 

4.  OTHER  MATERIAL  AND  SUPPLIES  - PUBLIC  SAFETY  (04599) 

25,000 

TOTAL  MATERIALS  & SUPPLIES 

$50,000 

CITY  DEPARTMENT  WORK-ORDERS 

1.  GENERAL  SERVICES  AGENCY  (081 CA) 

2,215,719 

- 

$2,215,719 

2.  RISK  MANAGEMENT  SERVICES  (OPERATIONS  AND  REDEVELOPMENT  INSURANCE)  ( 081 CB) 

122,654 

$122,654 

4.  IS  - TIS  - ISD  SERVICES  (081  Cl) 

25,019 

$25,019 

3.  GF-  CITY  ATTORNEY  - LEGAL  SERVICES  OPERATIONS  (081 CT) 

996,558 

$996,558 

0 ‘DEPARTMENT  OF  CHILDREN,  YOUTH,  AND  FAMILIES  (081 CH)  - Tl  AFTER  SCHOOL  PROGRAM 

213,747 

r i «DS  SERVICES  (081 C5) 

487 

$487 

1 |v  W-  TIS  TELEPHONE  SERICES  (081 ET) 

13,892 

- 

$13,892 

7.  GF- FIRE  ( 081 FD) 

60,000 

$60,000 

23.  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH  (081 HN) 

75,000 

- 

8.  HR  - MANAGEMENT  TRAINING 

4,740 

$4,740 

9.  IS-PURCH-CENTRAL  SHOPS-AUTO  MAINT  (AAO)  (081  PA) 

7,744 

$7,744 

10.  IS-PURCH-CENTRAL  SHOPS-FUEL  STOCK  (AAO)  (081 PF) 

2,146 

$2,146 

11.  GF  - PARKING  & TRAFFIC  (081 PK) 

25,000 

$25,000 

12.  IS-PURCH-REPRODUCTION  (AAO)  (081  PR) 

6,000 

$6,000 

13.  GF  - POLICE  SECURITY  (SFPD)  (081SP) 

88,545 

$88,545 

22.  HUMAN  SERVICES  AGENCY  (081SS) 

40,000 

- 

15.  GF-PUC-HETCH  HETCHY  (081 UH) 

1,103,650 

- 

$1,103,650 

16.  SR-DPW-BUILDING  REPAIR  (081WB) 

1,510,517 

- 

$1,510,517 

17.  SR-DPW-BUREAU  OF  STREET  ENVIRONMENTAL  SERVICES  (081WC) 

161,766 

- 

$161,766 

18.  SR-DPW-BUREAU  OF  STREETS  AND  SEWER  REPAIR  SERVICES  (081WR) 

189,715 

- 

$189,715 

19.  SR-DPW-BUREAU  OF  URBAN  FORESTRY  SERVICES  (081WU) 

321,197 

$321,197 

20.  SR-DPW-BUREAU  OF  STREET  USE  & MAPPING  (081WB) 

$0 

21.  ADM  - REAL  ESTATE  SPECIAL  SERVICES  (DEPT.  OF  REAL  ESTATE-  FACILITIES  MGMT)  (081 W6) 

51,040 

$51,040 

25.  DEPARTMENT  OF  CHILDREN,  YOUTH,  AND  FAMILIES  (081  CH)  - Tl  SUMMER  PROGRAM 

TOTAL  CITY  DEPARTMENT  WORK-ORDERS 

$7,235,136 

$0 

TOTAL  OPERATIONS  EXPENDITURES 

$16,319,613 

TOTAL  REVENUES 

$9,010,542 

TOTAL  CITY  DEPARTMENT  WORK-ORDERS 

$7,235,136 

$0 

$7,235,136 

RESIDUAL  FOR  RESERVE 

$16,269,613 

$0 

$16,269,613 

[revenues  less  expenditures  as  of  1 

[ 

$693,4111 

! * 
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To: 

cc: 

From: 

Date: 

Subject: 


MEMORANDUM 


Bob  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director,  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

John  Stewart,  JSCo  Dan  Stone,  JSCo  Connie  Le,  JSCo 

Sonya  Rosenbach,  JSCo  Loren  Sanborn,  JSCo 
Jack  Gardner,  JSCo  Lynny  Lee,  JSCo 

Jeffrey  Kohler 

Sep  23,  2014 

Percentage  Rent  for  Treasure  Island  Housing  Project  Sublease  for  Aug  2014 


Enclosed  is  our  payment  of  Percentage  Rent  in  the  amount  of  $182,778  for  the  Aug  2014  period,  calculated 
per  the  sublease  agreement  You  should  note  that  these  expenses  reflect  a suspension  of  reserve  funding  as 
outlined  in  the  sublease  requirements  but  continue  to  include  accrued  funds  to  pay  Possessory  Interest 
charges  of  the  property.  In  addition,  the  amount  disbursed  has  been  reduced  by  $9,378,  recouping  1736th  of 
prior  year  audit  adjustments  outlined  in  the  2010  Audit  (with  an  additional  $13.00  deduction  in  final  repayment 
month).  As  of  today  we  has  recouped  26/36th  of  prior  year  audit  adjustment  and  the  balance  will  need  to 
recoup  is  $93,793,00. 

Calculation  of  Funds  Available  for  Distribution 

TIDA  receives  95%  revenues  remaining  after  adjusting  gross  revenues  by  operating  expenses,  current 
accretion  due  and  the  repayment  of  ledger  balances  based  on  sublease  specifications.  Funds  expended  for 
replacement  reserve  eligible  items  are  expensed  in  the  period  expenses  are  recognized.  To  the  degree  that 
these  costs  are  reimbursed  from  the  replacement  reserve  account,  percentage  rent  will  be  adjusted  in  the 
period  that  the  reserve  draw  is  approved. 

For  the  month  of  Aug  2014  , actual  Total  Revenues  were  about  2.94%  above  budgeted  Total  Revenues.  Total 
expenses  for  Aug  2014  were-  approximately  1 7.43%  above  budgeted  for  the  month.  The  result  was  that  Funds 
Available  for  Aug  201 4. Distribution  were  $202,270  or  about  28.82%  below  budgeted  amounts.  This  is  the 
result  of  several  major  projects  including:  road  and  sidewalk  repairs,  mold  remediation  and  projects  for  the 
benefit  of  TIDA.  These  over  budgeted  expenditures  make  up  94%  of  the  variance  in  the  amount  eligible  for  % 
rent  distribution. 

Calculation  of  Percentage  Rent 

Based  on  operations,  a total  of  $202,270  in  adjusted  Gross  Revenues  after  costs  of  operations  are  available 
for  distribution  for  the  Aug  2014  period.  These  revenues  are  distributed  as  follows: 


Auq  2014  Distributions 

Aua  2014 

Aua  2014 

Actual 

Budqeted 

Available  for  Distribution 

$202,270 

$284,166 

Percentage  rent  for  TIDA 

$192,156 

$269,947 

Repay  Prior  overpayment  26 
(1/36™  total  per  period) 

-$9.378 

Net  Disbursed  as  percentage  rent  to  TIDA 

$182,778 

$269,947 

Percentage  rent  for  JSCO 

$10,114 

$14,207 

This  percentage  rent  breakdown  reflects  the  current  year  split  by  TIDA/JSCo.  Beginning  with  April  2005 
disbursements,  TIDA  receives  95%  of  revenues  after  expenses,  while  the  John  Stewart  Company  percentage 
is  5%  of  the  amount. 

1388  Sutter  Street  • 11th  Floor  • San  Francisco,  CA  94109  • Tel  (415)  345-4400  • Fax  (415)  614-9175  • www.jsco.net  San  Francisco  • 
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Units  ready  for  occupancy  at  Beginning  of  month 
Units  Leased  and  Occupied  during  month 

Total  Net  Revenue 
EXPENSES  FROM  OPERATIONS 
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City  & County  of  San  francisco 


Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


^Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

^ One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 

Bldg.  One,  2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
WWW. S FT REASUREISLAND.ORG 


To:  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  of  Directors 

From:  Mirian  Saez,  Director  of  Island  Operations 

Date:  October  3,  2014 

Re:  Use  Permit  and  Film  Permit  Waivers 


The  following  waivers  were  granted  for  the  month  of  September  2014. 


Fee  Waivers: 


I 


San  Francisco  Fire  Department,  Training,  9/9/14-9/12/14,  9/15/14-9/19/14 
United  States  Navy,  Meeting,  9/16/14. 


i 
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Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Subleases  and  Permits  Executed 
Pursuant  To  Leasing  Policy 
As  of  October  3,  1014 


Location  / 
Facility 

No. 

Status 
(new  / 
expired) 

Company  Name  / 
Prospective  Subtenant 

Start 

Date 

Leasehold  Type 

Sq.  Ft. 

Annual 

Rent 

Land  at 
12th  and  D 

890 

New 

San  Francisco  Opera 
Association 

9/4/14 

Storage 

10,000 

$24,000.00 

Eucalyptu 
s Parking 
Lot 

P- 

892 

New 

Lit  Motors  Inc. 

9/10/14 

Film 

N/A 

$750.00 

Avenue  of 
the  Palms 

P~ 

893 

New 

Pedersen  Media  Group 
LLC 

9/13/14 

Film 

N/A 

$2,500.00 

Great 

Lawn 

P- 

894 

New 

Okta,  Inc 

10/4/14 

Event 

N/A 

$2,500.00 

Avenue  H 
between 
11th  and 
|2th 

P- 

895 

New 

Brooks  Sports  Group, 
LLC 

10/3114 

Road  Closure 

N/A 

$500.00 

Wvenue  of 
the  Palms 

P- 

896 

New 

Fixer,  Inc. 

9/24/14 

Film 

N/A 

$3,000.00 

Avenue  of 
the  Palms 

P- 

897 

New 

Anonymous  Content, 
LLC 

9/25/14 

Film 

N/A 

$750.00 

Fogwatch 

E-63 

New 

Avenade,  Inc. 

8/10/14 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-64 

New 

The  Climate 
Corporation 

7/11/14 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-65 

New 

Carmen  Norris 

7/26/14 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-66 

New 

Kamal  Pal 

5/22/15 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-67 

New 

Kim  Soerensen 

7/25/15 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-68 

New 

Melia  Sugutan 

5/1/15 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Chapel 

E-69 

New 

Pavilion  By  The  Bay 

7/4/15 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-70 

New 

Keystone  Strategies, 
LLC 

10/10/14 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Fogwatch 

E-72 

New 

Charles  Pankow 
Builders,  Inc. 

9/13/14 

Event 

N/A 

$500.00 

Casa  de  la 
Vista 

E-73 

New 

Tosca  Bonardi 

8/15/15 

Event 

N/A 

$4,500.00 

Phapel 

i 

E-74 

New 

Tanya  SooHoo 

1/17/15 

Event 

N/A 

$1,000.00 
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Graffiti 
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H3  HdO 

Avenue  B and  Gateview,  100  ft  from 
the  bus  shelter  — Large  amount  of 
glass  in  the  street  and  in  the  grass. 
May  not  be  visible  initially  because 
cars  may  be  parked  there,  as  its  a 

|Site  12  demolition  not  done 
icorrectly,  potentially  contaminated 
|area  (radiological,  restricted  area) 
not  down  posted  using  soil  sampling 
to  determine  suitability  to  be  down 
posted,  potential  radiological 
contamination  could  have  been 
spread  from  Site  12/Lester  Court  to 
landfill  used  to  collect  surveyed 
buildings  due  to  contractor 
bypassing  established  procedures  for 
soil  release.  Suggest  asking 
contractor  to  produce  documentation 
that  restricted  area  was  down  posted 
correctly  to  ensure  vehicles  brought 
in  would  have  a zero  chance  of 
picking  up  radiological  contamination 
and  spreading  it  from  treasure  island 

intersection  of  AVENUE  B and 
GATEVIEW  AVE 
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City  & County  of  San  Francisco 


Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 


^Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

i One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 

w 2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 

San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(41  5)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
www.SFTreasureIsland.org 


To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

Cc: 


Treasure  Island  DeveMment  Authority  Board  of  Directors 
Peter  Summervi!S^/j/ 

October  3,  2014 

Treasure  Island  Power  Outages  - September,  2014 
Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 


On  Thursday  September  1 1th  at  approximately  3:00  AM  Treasure  Island 
experienced  a power  outage.  SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC)  issued  an 
RSAN  Alert,  alerted  TIDA  staff  and  dispatched  repair  crews.  Power  to  Treasure 
Island  was  restored  at  approximately  3:40  AM.  Cause  was  not  immediately 
identified  by  SFPUC. 

On  Thursday  September  18th  at  approximately  4:20  AM  Treasure  Island 
experienced  a power  outage.  SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC)  issued  an 
RSAN  Alert,  alerted  TIDA  staff  and  dispatched  repair  crews.  Power  to  Treasure 
Island  was  restored  at  approximately  6:35  AM.  Cause  was  determined  by  PUC  to 
be  a bird  flying  into  electrical  lines. 

On  Friday  September  26th  at  approximately  7:50  PM  Treasure  Island  experienced 
a power  outage.  SF  Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC)  issued  an  RSAN  Alert, 
alerted  TIDA  staff  and  dispatched  repair  crews.  Power  to  Treasure  Island  was 
restored  at  approximately  12:10  AM.  Cause  was  determined  by  PUC  to  be 
damage  to  infrastructure  caused  by  suspected  vandalism  and  copper  theft. 
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Treasure  Island  Nurse  Clinic  Cumulative  Report  2014 
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^ciif  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Director  for  Operations 


I 


2323  Cesar  Chavez  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


(415)  695-2003  s www.sfdpw.org 


Edwin  M.  Lee,  Mayor 
Mohammed  Nuru,  Director 


SEP^UjOli 


Larry  Stringer,  Deputy  Director 


September  15,  2014 

Ms.  Mirian  Saez 
Treasure  Island 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Dear  Ms.  Saez: 

The  Department  of  Public  Works  will  hold  our  Annual  Health  Fair  on  Wednesday,  October  1,  2014 
from  10:00  a.m.  to  1 :00  p.m.  This  annual  event  gives  us  an  excellent  opportunity  to  take  care  of  our 
employees  who  work  so  hard  throughout  the  year  to  see  that  our  City  is  clean,  green  and  in  good 
repair.  We  have  been  very  pleased  with  our  turnout  in  past  years  and  expect  the  same  high 
attendance  rate  on  that  day. 

I hope  that  you  will  be  able  to  join  us  this  year.  Not  only  will  you  have  a chance  to  meet  some  of 
our  DPW  managers  and  staff,  but  you  will  also  be  able  to  take  advantage  of  the  services  we  will  be 
providing,  such  as  flu  shots,  blood  pressure  and  cholesterol  screening,  chiropractor  exams,  chair 
massages,  and  nutritional  advice.  Additionally,  we  will  be  serving  a healthy,  barbeque  lunch  that 
you  should  enjoy. 

Those  who  have  attended  our  Health  Fair  in  the  past  have  found  them  to  be  both  educational  and 
enjoyable.  I hope  you  will  be  able  to  join  us  this  year.  If  you  would  like  additional  details  or 
parking  information,  please  give  me  or  my  assistant,  Anna  Wong,  a call  at  415-695-2003.  I look 
forward  to  seeing  you  on  October  1,  2014. 


Sincerely, 
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Deputy  Director  for  Operations 


San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works  ■ 

Making  San  Francisco  a beautiful,  livable,  vibrant,  and  sustainable  city. 
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City  & County  of  San  francisco 
Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
WWW.SFTREASUREISLAND.ORG 


Treasure  Island  /Yerba  Buena  Island 
Citizens  Advisory  Board 
Meeting  Agenda 

Tuesday,  October  7,  2013 
6:00-8:00  PM 


Edwin  M.Lee,  Mayor 


San  Francisco  City  Hall,  Rm  421 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

For  further  information  about  the  meeting  please  contact  Kate  Austin  at  (415)  274-0646 


I.  Roll  Call 

II.  Approval  of  June  3,  2014  CAB  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

III.  TIDA  Staff  Updates  (10  min)  (Information  Item): 

a)  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board 

b)  Legislative 

c)  Development  Schedule 

d)  Navy  Environmental  Program 

TV.  Wind  & Wing  Technologies  Presentation  (10  Minutes)  (Informational 

presentation) 

V.  Presentation  on  Utility  Master  Plan  Preparation  (20  Minutes)  (Informational 
Presentation) 

VI.  Presentation  on  Streetscape  Master  Plan  Preparation  (20  Minutes)  (Informational 
Presentation) 

VII.  TIMMA  Congestion  Management  Modelling  Update  (15  Minutes) 
(Informational  Presentation) 

VIII.  Future  Agenda  Items  (5  min)  (Action  Item) 

IX.  Announcements  from  Board  members  (5  min) 

X.  Public  Comments  (10  min) 

XI.  Adjourn 


RECYCLED  PAPER 


MEETING  AGENDAS  AVAILABLE  ON  E-MAIL 

If  you  would  like  to  receive  TICAB  meeting  agendas  by  e-mail,  please  send  your  name  and  e-mail 
address  to  TICAB@sfgov.org. 

Disability  Access 

The  Treasure/Yerba  Buena  Island  Citizen  Advisory  Board  meets  on  Treasure  Island  in  Building  442,  City 
Hall,  1 Dr.  Carlton  Goodlett  Place  or  at  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency.  All  buildings  are 
accessible  to  persons  using  wheelchairs,  and  others  with  disabilities.  For  American  Sign  Language 
interpreters  or  use  of  a reader  during  a meeting,  a sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats 
of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please  telephone  554-6959  or  274-0660  at  least  48  hours  before  a meeting. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting 
room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound- 
producing  devices. 


The  closest  accessible  BART  is  Civic  Center,  three  blocks  from  the  City  Hall  at  the  intersection  of 
Market,  Grove  and  Hyde  Streets.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop, 
9 San  Bruno  and  the  #71  Haight/Noriega.  Accessible  Muni  Metro  lines  are  J,  K,  L,  M and  N stopping  at 
the  Muni  Metro  Civic  Center  Station  at  Market  and  Van  Ness.  For  more  information  about  MUNI 
accessible  services,  call  923-6142.  Accessible  curbside  parking  is  available  on  Grove  Street. 

Treasure  Island  Website 

Check  out  the  Treasure  Island  website  at  www.sfgov.org/treasureisland  to  find  out  about  activities  and 
facilities  on  Treasure  Island,  special  events  venues  for  rent,  or  to  review  the  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority's  agendas  and  minutes. 

Lobbyist  Ordinance 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action 
may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  and  Governmental  Code  2.100] 
to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please 
contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone 
(415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317  and  web  site  http://www.sfgov.org/ethics/. 

Know  Your  Rights  Under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  The 
Sunshine  Ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations 
are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  [Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code]  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Donna  Hall  by  mail  at  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force  at  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102- 
4683.  The  Task  Force’s  telephone  and  fax  numbers  are  (415)  554-7724  and  (415)  554-5163  (fax)  or  by 
email  at  Donna_Hall@sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=4459 


AGENDA 

NAVAL  STATION  TREASURE  ISLAND 
BRAG  CLEANUP  TEAM  MEETING 


Date:  Wednesday,  September  17,  2014 

Time:  10:00  a.m.  to  1 1:30  a.m. 

Place:  Tetra  Tech,  1999  Harrison  Street,  Suite  500,  Oakland,  CA 


Dial  In:  866-692-5721 
Meeting  ID#:  0002014 

Webinar  link:  httos://alobal. aotomeetina.com/ioin/81 2574285 

**NOTE:  If  this  is  your  first  webinar,  please  log-in  10  minutes  early  to 
ensure  your  computer  can  sync  with  GoToMeeting  webinars. 

10:00-10:05 

(5  minutes) 

Introductions,  Meeting  Guidelines,  Agenda  Review,  Meeting  Minutes 

(Keith  Forman  / Jessica  O’Sullivan) 

10:05-10:15 
(10  minutes) 

Site  12  - NTCRA  Update  (Dave  Clark) 

10:15-10:25 

(10  minutes) 

Site  12  - Bigelow  Court  (Tony  Konzen) 

10:25-10:40 
(15  minutes) 

Site  12  - Data  Gaps  Investigation  Update  (Bryce  Bartelma) 

10:40-10:50 

(10  minutes) 

Site  6 Final  Status  Survey  Update  (Louie  Cardinale) 

10:50-10:55 

(5  minutes) 

Sites  31/33  Update  (Louie  Cardinale) 

10:55 -11:10 
(15  minutes) 

FOST  4 / Property  Transfer  (Keith  Forman  / Dave  Clark) 

11:10-11:20 
(10  minutes) 

Upcoming  Documents  and  Field  Activities  (Dave  Clark) 

11:20-11:30 

(10  minutes) 

Open  Forum  for  City  / Developer  / BCT 

11:30 

Action  Item  Review  / Other  Meetings  (Keith  Forman) 

Future  BCT  Meetings: 

October  22,  2014,  Tetra  Tech  Inc.,  Oakland,  California 
November  19,  2014,  Tetra  Tech  Inc.,  Oakland,  California 
December  17,  2014,  Tetra  Tech  Inc.,  Oakland,  California 

Page  1 of  1 


Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 
Navy  Field  Schedule 
September  2014  - February  2015 
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Grey  shading  indicates  field  activities  are  complete. 
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Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 
Environmental  Cleanup  Program 
Document  Tracking  Sheet 
September  2014  - February  2015 


Document  Title  & Information 


Agency  Comments 


Site  6 RCA  Characterization  / FSS  Work  Plan 


".Bill  Dougherty,  TtEC 


Site  6 ROD/RAP 


Dennis  Kelly,  TriEco-Tt 


RPM:  Bryce  Bartelma 


SWDA  Westside  (A&B)  PCSR  (Phase  I) 


Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 


III  NTCRA  Work  Plan 


Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 


Work  Plan  for  Additional  Sampling  to  Support  IR 
Site  12  Feasibility  Study 


RPM:  ' Bryce  Bartelma 


: Doug  Gilkey,  KCH 


Feasibility  Study  Addendum,  Non-SWDA 


Gateview  Arsenic/TPH  Area  TCRA  Action 


SWDA  Bigelow  Court  FSS  Plan 


SWDA  Bigelow  Court  PCSR  / FSS  Report 


Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 


Radiologicd  Housing  Scan  Completion  Report 


Ulrika  Messer,  CB&I 


10/20/14  10/27/14 


d FS  Addendum 


in  Michaels,  TriEca-Tt 


Danielle  Janda 


Jean  Michaels,  TriEco-Tt 


internal  fhal  RACR 


Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 
Environmental  Cleanup  Program 
Document  Tracking  Sheet 
September  2014  - February  2015 
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Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 
Environmental  Cleanup  Program 
Document  Tracking  Sheet 
September  2014  - February  2015 


v Production  or  review  of  document  is  compk 

X Received  notification  of  no  comments  or 
comments  deferred  to  other  agency. 

Grey  shading  indicates  the  document  is  finalized. 
Blue  shading  indicates  agency  review  comments  ■ 
idue  within  the  next  60  days  or  are  outstanding. 


ste.  Abbreviations: 

CTO/DO  = Contract  task  order/delivery  order 
DTSC  = Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control 
ij  EPA  = U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
are  FS  = Feasibility  study 

^ FSS  = Final  status  survey 

8 HHRA  = Human  health  risk  assessment 
|[  LUC  = Land  use  control 
NA  = Not  applicable 

NTCRA  = Non-time  critical  removal  action 

PM  = Project  manager 

PP  = Proposed  plan 

RAP  = Remedial  action  plan 

RASO  = Radiological  Affairs  Support  Office 


RACR  = Remedial  Action  Completion  Report 

RAWP  = Remedial  Action  Work  Plan 

RD  = Remedial  Design 

ROD  = Record  of  decision 

RPM  = Remedial  project  manager 

SAP  = Sampling  and  analysis  plan 

SWDA  = Solid  waste  disposal  area 

TBD  = To  be  determined 

TICD  = Treasure  Island  Community  Developers 

TIDA  = Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

TSP.  = Task  Specific  Plan 

Water  Board  = Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 


Last  modified:  9/16/2014 
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Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TIDA)  and 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 

Regarding  Utility  Services  at  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 


THIS  MEMORANDUM  OF  UNDERSTANDING  (this  "MOU")  is  entered  into  as  of 
September^ . 2014,  by  and  between  the  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  ("City"),  a 
municipal  corporation  acting  by  and  through  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  ("SFPUC"),  and 
the  TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY,  a California  non-profit  public  benefit 
corporation  (“TIDA”),  collectively,  the  "parties",  upon  the  following  facts,  intentions  and  understandings  of 
the  parties: 


RECITALS 


A.  In  1993,  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  ("NSTI"),  consisting  of  both  Treasure  Island  and 
portions  of  Yerba  Buena  Island,  was  designated  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base  Realignment  and 
Closure  Commission  acting  under  Public  Law  101-5 10  and  its  subsequent  amendments.  The  Department  of 
Defense  subsequently  designated  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("City"),  and  later  TIDA,  as  the 
Local  Reuse  Authority  (“LRA”)  responsible  for  the  conversion  of  NSTI  under  the  federal  disposition 
process. 


B.  TIDA  was  created  in  1997  to  serve  as  a single-purpose  entity  responsible  for  the 
redevelopment  of  NSTI.  Under  the  Treasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1997,  which  amended 
Section  33492.5  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  and  added  Section  2.1  to  Chapter  1333  of  the 
Statutes  of  1968  (the  “Act”),  the  California  Legislature  (1)  designated  TIDA  as  a redevelopment  agency 
under  the  California  Community  Redevelopment  Law  with  authority  over  NSTI,  and  (2)  with  respect  to 
those  portions  of  NSTI  that  are  subject  to  the  public  trust  for  commerce,  navigation  and  fisheries  (the 
“Tidelands  Trust”  or  "Trust"),  vested  in  TIDA  the  authority  to  administer  the  Tidelands  Trust  as  to  such 
property  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Act. 

C.  The  City  and  the  Navy  entered  into  the  Base  Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement  executed 
March  12,  1997,  as  amended  from  time  to  time  (collectively,  the  “Cooperative  Agreement”),  for  the  interim 
management  and  operation  of  NSTI  during  the  disposition  process.  Under  the  Cooperative  Agreement,  the 
City  assumed  responsibility  for  certain  caretaker  duties  at  NSTI  including  the  operation,  maintenance  and 
repair  of  the  Navy's  utility  systems  that  service  NSTI.  These  caretaker  responsibilities  were  later  assumed  by 
TIDA  in  1998. 

D.  In  January  2012  in  response  to  California  Assembly  Bill  26,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  rescinded  its  designation  of  the  TIDA  as  the  redevelopment  agency  under  California  Community 
Redevelopment  Law,  but  preserved  TIDA’s  status  as  the  LRA  for  NSTI  and  all  other  powers  and  authority 
that  the  City  had  granted  to  TIDA  or  that  TIDA  otherwise  had. 

E.  The  Cooperative  Agreement  includes  information  that  describes  in  detail  the  caretaker  duties 
for  which  TIDA  is  responsible  under  the  Cooperative  Agreement. 

F.  The  SFPUC  has  provided  utility  services  on  NSTI  on  behalf  of  TIDA,  including  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  active  NSTI  utility  systems  and  the  delivery  of  utilities  to  the  occupants 
and  users  of  NSTI.  SFPUC  activities  include  delivery  of  electricity,  natural  gas,  water;  stormwater 
management;  and  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  existing  wastewater  treatment  plant  and  related 
facilities  and  pipe  network  on  NSTI. 
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G.  In  201 1,  the  City,  TIDA  and  Treasure  Island  Community  Development,  LLC.  (“TICD”), 
entered  into  three  related  agreements:  a Disposition  and  Development  Agreement  (the  “DDA”)  between 
TIDA  and  TICD;  a Development  Agreement  (the  “DA”)  between  the  City  and  TICD;  and  an  Interagency 
Cooperation  Agreement  (the  “ICA”)  between  the  City  and  TIDA  (for  reference  purposes,  all  of  these 
agreements  are  dated  as  of  June  28,  2011).  The  DDA  details  a phased  program  for  the  development  of  NSTI 
including  an  Infrastructure  Plan,  Exhibit  FF  to  the  DDA,  which  describes  the  future  utilities  to  be  constructed 
by  TICD  as  part  of  the  development  project. 

H.  On  July  2,  2014,  TIDA  and  the  Navy  entered  into  an  Economic  Development  Conveyance 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  (the  "EDC  MOA")  to  convey  all  of  NSTI  other  than  the  portions  that  the  Navy 
previously  conveyed  to  the  United  States  Department  of  Labor  Job  Corps,  the  United  States  Coast  Guard, 
and  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  through  federal-to-federal  transfers.  The  portions  of  NSTI  that  are 
subject  to  the  EDC  MOA  are  collectively  referred  to  in  this  MOU  as  the  "Property".  Beginning  in  2014,  the 
Navy  will  transfer  the  Property  to  TIDA,  as  the  designated  LRA,  in  phases  in  accordance  with  the  conditions 
set  forth  in  the  EDC  MOA  (the  “Transfer”).  The  EDC  MOA  addresses  the  obligations  of  the  Navy  and  TIDA 
with  respect  to  maintenance,  operation,  and  replacement  of  utility  systems  during  the  course  of  the  Transfer 
process  through  a utilities  agreement  between  TIDA  and  the  Navy  that  was  entered  into  as  Exhibit  E to  the 
EDC  MOA,  Form  of  Utilities  Agreement  (the  “Utilities  Agreement”). 

I.  An  initial  transfer  of  property  from  the  Navy  to  TIDA  is  anticipated  in  December  2014.  For 
purposes  and  duration  of  this  MOU,  utility  infrastructure  on  the  Property  that  has  not  yet  been  transferred 
from  the  Navy  to  TIDA  is  referred  to  as  “Pre-transfer  Infrastructure”  and  utility  infrastructure  on  the 
Property  that  has  been  transferred  to  TIDA  is  referred  to  as  “Post-transfer  Infrastructure.”  Pre-  and  Post- 
transfer Infrastructure  does  not  involve  infrastructure  on  lands  owned  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard,  the 
Department  of  Labor,  or  TICD. 

J.  The  SFPUC  has  been  performing  utility  services  for  TIDA  to  the  extent  it  can  be  reimbursed 
by  NSTI  utility  revenues  imposed  or  collected  by  TIDA,  or  other  TIDA  revenues.  In  September,  2013, 

TIDA  and  the  SFPUC  entered  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  to  memorialize  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  continued  performance  of  certain  defined  utility  services  prior  to  transfer  of  any  property  on 
NSTI  to  TIDA.  This  MOU  supersedes  the  2013  MOU  and  includes  the  terms  and  conditions  of  continued 
performance  of  certain  defined  utility  services  for  both  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure  and  Post-transfer 
Infrastructure  on  NSTI. 

K.  This  MOU  does  not  apply  to  utility  services  that  the  SFPUC  may  or  may  not  provide  on 
lands  subsequently  transferred  to  TICD  for  the  purposes  of  development  at  former  NSTI.  The  SFPUC  may, 
at  its  sole  discretion,  enter  into  a separate  agreement  or  agreements  with  TICD  to  provide  utility  services  for 
existing,  temporary  or  new  infrastructure  that  has  not  been  accepted  by  a utility  provider  located  on  lands 
transferred  to  TICD. 

L.  The  parties  acknowledge  that  the  existing  infrastructure  on  NSTI  was  built  by  the  Navy  and 
does  not  meet  current  SFPUC  standards.  The  SFPUC  conducted  a condition  assessment  of  certain  utility 
infrastructure  on  NSTI,  and  provided  those  reports  to  TIDA.  In  addition,  the  SFPUC  provided  TIDA  an 
assessment  and  cost  estimate  for  the  most  immediate  necessary  capital  improvements  for  the  existing  utilities 
on  NSTI,  including  system  reliability,  regulatory  compliance,  and  public  and  worker  safety.  Given  the  state 
of  the  existing  infrastructure,  the  SFPUC  may  not  be  able  to  provide  utility  services  at  NSTI  equivalent  to  the 
services  that  SFPUC  provides  in  the  other  areas  of  San  Francisco,  pending  construction,  dedication  and 
acceptances  of  new  utility  systems.  SFPUC  has  worked  with  TIDA  on  plans  for  long  term  capital 
improvements  to  the  substandard  infrastructure  through  the  redevelopment  of  NSTI. 

M.  In  October  2013,  TIDA  secured  Board  approval  of  capital  funding  in  the  amount  of 

ten  million  dollars  ($10,000,000)  to  address  critical  near  term  repairs  to  the  existing  infrastructure.  SFPUC 
will  coordinate  with  TIDA  in  the  implementation  of  those  capital  repair  projects. 
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NOW,  THEREFORE,  the  parties  hereto  agree  as  follows: 


1.  Term. 

The  term  of  this  MOU  (the  “Term”)  will  commence  on  the  date  on  which  the  parties  hereto  have  executed 
and  delivered  this  MOU  and  will  expire,  unless  sooner  terminated,  on  September  30,  2015,  unless  amended 
by  the  parties  in  writing.  This  MOU  may  be  terminated  by  either  party,  with  or  without  cause,  upon  thirty 
(30)  days’  prior  written  notice. 

2.  Provision  of  Utility  Services. 

(a)  During  the  Term,  the  SFPUC  agrees  that  it  will  continue  to  provide  utility  services  for  both 
Pre-transfer  Infrastructure  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  for,  and  on  behalf  of,  TIDA  on  NSTI  consistent 
with  past  practices,  and  to  the  extent  feasible  given  the  condition  of  the  utility  systems  and  related 
infrastructure,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  MOU,  including  funding  provided  by  TIDA  for  the 
services  (the  “Services”).  These  Services  are  described  in  Exhibit  A,  attached  hereto.  The  scope  of  the 
Services  may  be  amended  by  written  agreement  between  the  parties  hereto. 

(b)  The  parties  acknowledge  that  all  Services  rendered  by  the  SFPUC  to  TIDA  hereunder  are  as 
a contractor,  not  as  a public  utility  provider,  and  the  SFPUC’ s expenditure  authority  in  providing  the 
Services  is  limited  to  the  funds  realized  under  Section  3,  Compensation,  below  as  payment  for  the  Services. 
These  payments  are  expected  to  include  funds  for  the  day-to-day  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Pre- 
transfer Infrastructure  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  including  any  claims  or  judgments,  so  that  the  SFPUC 
is  made  whole.  The  SFPUC  is  not  obligated  to  provide  the  Services  if  TIDA  is  unable  to  fulfill  its  payment 
obligations  set  forth  in  Section  3 below. 

(c)  The  Navy,  as  the  owner  of  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure  on  NSTI,  has  responsibility  for 
investigating  and  remediating  Hazardous  Materials  consistent  with  Federal  and  State  of  California  (“State”) 
law,  and  the  terms  of  the  EDC  MOA.  For  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure,  TIDA  is  responsible  for  conveying 
information  concerning  Navy  activities  to  SFPUC  and  developing  and  distributing  Health  and  Safety  Plans 
for  the  use  of  SFPUC  employees  performing  services  under  this  MOU.  TIDA  agrees  to  inform  SFPUC  as 
soon  as  practicable  of  any  work  that  the  Navy  is  performing  as  part  of  the  remediation  or  otherwise,  that  will 
impact  Pre-transfer  or  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  that  the  SFPUC  is  responsible  to  service  under  this  MOU. 
Upon  SFPUC’ s request,  TIDA  will  schedule  meetings  with  the  persons  most  knowledgeable  about  the 
Navy’s  remediation  activities  potentially  affecting  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  in  order  to 
provide  current  information  to  the  SFPUC.  TIDA  agrees  to  convey  as-built  drawings  of  any  repaired  or 
replaced  Pre-transfer  or  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  to  the  SFPUC  as  soon  as  practicable.  The  Navy  has 
additional  responsibility  for  remediation  of  certain  legacy  contaminants  if  identified  at  Post-transfer 
Infrastructure,  as  detailed  in  the  Utilities  Agreement. 

(d)  The  SFPUC  will  inform  TIDA  to  the  extent  that  it  becomes  aware  of  known  conditions  in 
both  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  related  to  providing  Services  that  could  result  in  threats  to 
public  health  and  safety  or  regulatory  violations  due  to  infrastructure  failure.  SFPUC  will  coordinate  with 
TIDA  in  the  implementation  necessary  capital  repair  projects. 

(e)  SFPUC  will  not  continue  to  provide  Services  if  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC 
determines  that  conditions  at  NSTI  work  locations  present  a threat  to  the  health  and  safety  of  SFPUC  staff  or 
contractors.  SFPUC  shall  notify  TIDA  when  it  becomes  aware  of  circumstances  that  pose  an  immediate  or 
near  term  threat  to  the  health  or  safety  of  SFPUC  staff  or  others.  Immediate  threats  to  the  health  or  safety  of 
SFPUC  staff  will  result  in  the  immediate  cessation  of  applicable  Services  until  TIDA,  or  a third  party, 
remedies  the  unsafe  situation  to  a satisfactory  level  to  permit  the  continuation  of  the  applicable  Services. 
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Near  term  threats  to  the  health  or  safety  of  SFPUC  staff  will  be  reported  by  the  SFPUC  to  TIDA  with  a 
summary  of  work  needed  to  remedy  the  unsafe  situation,  including  an  estimated  timeframe,  to  the  extent  it 
can  feasibly  be  determined,  and  an  estimate  of  how  long  the  SFPUC  will  be  able  to  safely  provide  utility 
services  before  the  situation  must  be  remedied. 

(f)  As  noted  in  Recital  L above,  the  existing  infrastructure  on  NSTI  was  built  by  the  Navy  and 
does  not  meet  current  SFPUC  standards.  SFPUC  is  not  responsible  for  permit  or  regulatory  violations  that 
result  from  Pre-transfer  or  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  failures.  For  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure,  SFPUC  will 
prepare  the  reports  for  State  and  federal  wastewater,  stormwater,  air  emissions  and  drinking  water  permits  for 
the  Navy,  but  the  Navy  is  responsible  for  certifying  and  submitting  those  reports.  The  Navy  is  also 
responsible  for  meeting  any  permit  violation  reporting  requirements  for  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure  although 
the  SFPUC  will  assist  as  necessary  in  required  data  collection  and  report  preparation.  For  Pre-transfer 
Infrastructure,  SFPUC  will  provide  data  necessary  for  State  reporting  databases,  but  the  Navy  is  ultimately 
responsible  for  certifying  all  monitoring  data  and  reporting.  Uploading  of  all  data  will  be  the  responsibility  of 
the  designated  Legally  Responsible  Official  (LRO)  for  the  permit.  For  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  SFPUC 
will  prepare  the  reports  for  State  and  federal  wastewater,  stormwater,  air  emissions  and  drinking  water 
permits  for  TIDA,  but  TIDA  is  responsible  for  certifying  and  submitting  those  reports.  TIDA  is  also 
responsible  for  meeting  any  permit  violation  reporting  requirements  for  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  although 
the  SFPUC  will  assist  as  necessary  in  required  data  collection  and  report  preparation.  For  Post-transfer 
Infrastructure,  SFPUC  will  provide  the  data  necessary  for  the  state  reporting  databases  for  TIDA,  but  TIDA 
is  ultimately  responsible  for  certifying  all  monitoring  data  and  reporting.  Uploading  of  all  data  will  be  the 
responsibility  of  the  designated  Legally  Responsible  Official  (LRO)  for  the  permit. 

(g)  TIDA  is  responsible  under  the  Cooperative  Agreement  for  communications  with  the  Navy 
and  all  third  parties  on  NSTI  regarding  the  conditions  of  the  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure,  and  any  interruptions 
to  Services.  The  SFPUC  is  responsible  under  this  MOU  for  communications  with  TIDA  regarding  the 
conditions  of  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  to  the  extent  known,  but  SFPUC  does  not  have  an  obligation  to 
TIDA  to  investigate,  assess  or  report  on  the  condition  of  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  unless  SFPUC 
expressly  agrees  to  undertake  such  additional  services  funded  by  TIDA.  TIDA  is  responsible  under  this 
MOU  for  communications  with  all  third  parties  on  NSTI  regarding  any  interruptions  to  Services.  The  SFPUC 
will  assist  as  needed  in  any  such  communications. 

3.  Compensation. 

(a)  TIDA  shall  pay  or  cause  the  SFPUC  to  be  paid  for  the  costs  to  perform  the  Services  for  both 
Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  including  any  claims  or  judgments  arising  from  such 
performance,  such  that  the  SFPUC  is  made  whole  (without  penalty  or  profit).  The  SFPUC  shall  not  be 
obligated  to  perform  any  Services  for  which  funding  is  not  provided.  The  SFPUC  shall  recommend  to  TIDA 
annual  budgets  and  supplemental  budgets  as  needed  to  perform  the  Services  for  both  Pre-transfer  and  Post- 
transfer Infrastructure  and  the  parties  will  meet  and  discuss  all  recommended  repairs,  upgrades  and  ongoing 
utility  costs,  and  continue  to  make  adjustments  to  budgets  and  charges  as  needed.  The  SFPUC  agrees  to 
invoice  NSTI  residents  and  businesses  consistent  with  existing  practices.  The  parties  will  meet  and  confer  to 
discuss  recommended  changes  to  charges.  All  amounts  collected  by  the  SFPUC  from  NSTI  residents  and 
businesses  shall  be  credited  against  amounts  otherwise  due  and  owing  from  TIDA  to  the  SFPUC  under  this 
MOU. 


(b)  In  January  2009,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  an  agreement  between  the  SFPUC  and 
TIDA,  where  TIDA  agreed  to  make  payments  to  the  SFPUC  in  the  amounts  set  forth  in  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  Regarding  Utility  Rate  Adjustments,  to  reimburse  the  SFPUC  for  unpaid  amounts  of  utility 
services  provided  during  Fiscal  Years  1997/1998  through  2005/2006  over  a term  extending  to  the  Fiscal  Year 
2018/2019,  and  TIDA  shall  continue  to  make  those  payments  pursuant  to  such  MOU  until  all  the  payments 
have  been  made. 
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(c)  The  parties  further  agree  to  meet  and  confer  on  a regular  basis  to  review  charges  and 
payment  amounts  and  make  recommendations  as  to  changes  if  appropriate. 

(d)  Under  no  circumstance  will  the  cost  of  performing  the  Services  be  paid  from  SFPUC 
enterprise  revenues. 

4.  Cooperation. 

The  SFPUC  and  TIDA  agree  to  cooperate  with  one  another  to  implement  the  terms  of  this  MOU  in  good 
faith,  and  shall  meet  regularly  to  discuss  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  operations  and 
maintenance  matters  at  NSTI. 

5.  Notices. 

Any  notice  given  under  this  Agreement  shall  be  in  writing  and  given  by  delivering  the  notice  in  person,  by 
commercial  courier  or  by  sending  it  by  regular  mail,  with  postage  prepaid,  to  the  mailing  address  listed 
below  or  other  address  when  notice  of  which  has  been  given.  For  the  convenience  of  the  parties,  copies  of 
notices  may  also  be  given  by  facsimile  to  the  facsimile  number  listed  below  or  other  facsimile  number  when 
notice  of  which  has  been  given. 

Address  for  SFPUC:  525  Golden  Gate  Ave,  13th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Attn:  Harlan  L.  Kelly  Jr.,  General  Manager 
Fax:  (415)554-3161 

Address  for  the  Authority:  1 Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Suite  241 

Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
Attn:  Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 
Fax:  (415)274-0229 

6.  Miscellaneous  Provisions. 

a.  California  Law.  This  Agreement  shall  be  construed  and  interpreted  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  California  and  the  City,  including  the  City’s  Charter. 

b.  Entire  Agreement.  Subject  to  any  subsequent  agreements  authorized  pursuant  to  this 
Agreement,  this  Agreement  contains  all  of  the  representations  and  the  entire  agreement  between  the  parties 
with  respect  to  the  subject  matter  of  this  Agreement.  No  prior  drafts  of  this  Agreement  or  changes  from 
those  drafts  to  the  executed  version  of  this  Agreement  shall  be  introduced  as  evidence  in  any  litigation  or 
other  dispute  resolution  proceeding  by  any  party  or  other  person,  and  no  court  or  other  body  should  consider 
those  drafts  in  interpreting  this  Agreement. 

c.  Amendments.  No  amendment  of  this  Agreement  or  any  part  hereof  shall  be  valid  unless  it  is 
in  writing  and  signed  by  all  of  the  parties  hereto. 

d.  No  Party  Drafter:  Captions.  The  provisions  of  this  Agreement  shall  be  construed  as  a whole 
according  to  their  common  meaning  and  not  strictly  for  or  against  any  party  in  order  to  achieve  the  objectives 
and  purposes  of  the  parties.  Any  caption  preceding  the  text  of  any  section,  paragraph  or  subsection  or  in  the 
table  of  contents  is  included  only  for  convenience  of  reference  and  shall  be  disregarded  in  the  construction 
and  interpretation  of  this  Agreement. 

e.  Further  Assurances.  The  parties  hereto  agree  to  execute  and  acknowledge  such  other  and 
further  documents  as  may  be  necessary  or  reasonably  required  to  carry  out  the  mutual  intent  of  the  parties  as 
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expressed  in  this  Agreement. 


f.  Necessary  Approvals.  This  Agreement  and  subsequent  amendments  must  be  approved  by 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority,  each  in  its 
sole  and  absolute  discretion. 


IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  the  Parties  hereto  have  executed  this  Agreement  as  of  the  date  first  above 

written. 


SFPUC: 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO, 
acting  by  and  through  its  Public  Utilities 
Commission 

...  UTlDCO-k. 

Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


THE  AUTHORITY: 


TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY,  a California  public  benefit 
corporation 


Robert  Beck 
Treasure  Island  Director 


Approved  as  to  form: 


Dennis  J.  Herrera, 


♦ 


# 


6 


EXHIBIT  A 

DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  UTILITY  SERVICES 


This  document  provides  general  maintenance  and  operational  procedures  for  the  management  of  the  Pre- 
transfer and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  at  former  NSTI,  including  electric,  water,  natural  gas,  stormwater, 
and  sewer  systems,  by  the  SFPUC,  as  well  as  for  establishment  of  rates  and  collection  of  revenue  by  TIDA  to 
offset  operating  costs.  Within  the  term  of  this  Memorandum  of  Understanding,  the  SFPUC  will  operate 
utility  systems  in  accordance  with  requirements  of  the  MOU,  as  described  in  this  Exhibit. 

1.0  Operations 

1.1  The  SFPUC  will  operate  and  maintain  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  at  NSTI, 
including  electric,  natural  gas,  water,  sanitary  sewer,  storm  sewer  and  sewage  treatment  systems  to  the  extent 
TIDA  provides  funds  to  perform  such  services.  TIDA  will  defray  associated  costs  through  revenue  generated 
by  charging  uniform  rates  established  by  TIDA. 

1.2  All  storage  and  handling  of  materials  and  equipment  necessary  for  utility  maintenance  shall  be  done 
by  the  SFPUC  in  accordance  with  all  applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

1.3  The  SFPUC  will  be  responsible  for  the  purchase  of  all  electricity,  natural  gas,  and  water  consumed 
on  NSTI. 

1 .4  System  Extension  and  Provision  of  New  Service:  Subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  for  such 
purpose  and  after  a building  permit  and  occupancy  certificate  are  obtained  from  the  authorities  having 
jurisdiction  and  all  utility  service  connection,  inspection,  and  building  costs  and  fees  are  paid  in  full,  the 
SFPUC  will  provide  any  extension  or  alteration  of  systems  along  with  any  metering  or  service  connections 
requested  by  TIDA  for  Post-transfer  Infrastructure,  or  requested  by  TIDA  on  behalf  of  the  Navy,  or  other 
Federal  users  for  Pre-transfer  Infrastructure.  TIDA  is  responsible  to  pay  the  SFPUC  for  work  performed  to 
provide  new  services,  in  addition  to  payments  to  SFPUC  to  cover  the  cost  of  typical  operation  of  Pre-transfer 
and  Post-transfer  infrastructure.  TIDA  will  recover  costs  for  such  work  for  other  Federal  users  as  outlined  in 
the  Base  Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement,  or  pursuant  to  other  agreement  with  the  entity  requesting 
service. 


2.0  Systems  Definitions,  Extent  of  Caretaker  Responsibility  for  Utilities  Distribution 

The  physical  extent  of  each  utility  system  that  will  be  operated  under  contract  by  the  SFPUC  is  as  described 
below.  These  descriptions  apply  to  all  elements  of  systems  on  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  and 
electric  systems  deriving  in  Oakland,  with  the  exception  of  elements  of  systems  serving  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
on  Yerba  Buena  Island,  elements  of  systems  serving  the  Job  Corps  on  Treasure  Island,  and  elements  of 
systems  located  on  lands  transferred  to  TICD. 

2.1  Water  System:  Facilities  that  are  operated  and  maintained  by  the  SFPUC  consist  of  the  existing 
water  delivery  facilities  at  NSTI  including: 

2.1.1  Supply  and  delivery  pipelines,  originating  at  the  supply  points  for  NSTI  from  SFPUC 
San  Francisco  City  Distribution  System. 

2. 1 .2  Water  storage  facilities 

2. 1 .3  Water  pumping  and  chlorinating  stations 

2. 1 .4  All  supply  lines  that  cross  through  or  under  any  leased  or  non-leased  building  that  do  not 
serve  that  building  or  facility. 
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2. 1 .5  For  metered  buildings  and  facilities,  the  SFPUC  responsibility  ends  at  the  first  valve  or 
meter  upstream  of  the  building  or  facility. 

2. 1 .6  For  building  and  facilities  that  are  not  metered,  the  SFPUC  responsibility  will  include  all 
supply  lines  and  water  system  facilities  up  to  five  (5)  feet  from  any  building  or  facility. 

2.2  Sanitary  Sewer  System:  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  that  are  operated  and  maintained 
by  the  SFPUC  consist  of  the  existing  sanitary  sewer  collection  and  pumping  facilities  at  NSTI,  including: 

2.2. 1 Wastewater  treatment  plant  including  all  facilities  within  the  perimeter  fence  of  the  plant  and 
including  all  piping  and  appurtenant  facilities  to  the  point  of  discharge  to  San  Francisco  Bay. 

2.2.2  Wastewater-pumping/lift  stations  and  associated  control  rooms 

2.2.3  Mainline  sewers 

2.2.4  Forced  mains 

2.2.5  Collection  and  service  sewers  to  the  limit  of  the  property  line-mainline  connection  point. 

2.3  Stormwater  System:  Pre-transfer  and  Post-transfer  Infrastructure  which  are  operated  and  maintained 
by  the  SFPUC  consist  of  the  existing  stormwater  collection  and  discharge  facilities  at  NSTI  including: 

2.3.1  Stormwater  collections  system  from  the  transition  structure  of  surface  flow  entering  the 
below  surface  piping  (including  drop  inlets  and  other  collection  structures).  Surface  and  street  flows 
are  not  included. 

2.3.2  Stormwater-pumping  stations  and  associated  control  rooms 

2.3.3  Stormwater  outfalls 

2.4  Natural  Gas  System:  Natural  gas  is  delivered  to  NSTI  by  a supply  line  owned  by  the  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Co.  (PG&E).  PG&E  also  owns  and  operates  the  main  meters  and  pressure  reducing  stations  at  the 
point  of  delivery.  The  responsibility  of  the  SFPUC  is  for  all  facilities  downstream  of  PG&E  facilities 
including: 

2.4. 1 Supply  and  delivery  pipeline  downstream  of  the  main  meter  and  pressure  reduction  station 
located  on  NSTI. 

2.4.2  Supply  lines  to  and  including  that  last  valve  or  corporation  stop  leading  to  all  leased,  non- 
leased,  occupied  or  non-occupied  buildings  and  facilities. 

2.5  Electrical  Distribution  System:  Facilities  that  are  operated  and  maintained  by  the  SFPUC  consist  of 
the  existing  transformational  and  distribution  facilities  at  NSTI  including: 

2.5.1  The  entire  high  voltage  transmission  line  serving  Treasure  Island  originating  at  the  point  of 
connection  to  the  breakers  at  the  Port  of  Oakland's  Davis  Substation  at  Point  Arnold  including 
overhead  and  underground  elements  of  the  line  located  on  the  Port  of  Oakland  and  City  of  Oakland, 
the  underground  element  extending  from  the  Oakland  Army  Base  including  the  junction  with  the 
submarine  section  of  the  line  and  the  submarine  section  including  the  junction  and  the  underground 
section  of  line  at  Treasure  Island  to  the  point  of  connection  at  the  main  Treasure  Island  substation. 
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2.5.2 


Main  substation  at  NSTI 


2.5.3  Distribution  system  and  related  equipment  between  the  substations  and  the  end  users 

2.5.4  For  metered  buildings  and  facilities,  service  up  to  and  including  the  meter. 

2.5.5  For  building  and  facilities  which  are  not  metered  or  which  have  dedicated  switch-gear  or 
transformers  at  the  building  or  facility,  service  to  the  low  side  of  the  dedicated  switch-gear  or 
transformer  and  shall  include  the  dedicated  switch  gear  or  transformer. 

2.5.6  For  buildings  and  facilities  which  are  not  metered  and  which  do  not  have  dedicated  switch- 
gear  or  transformers  at  buildings  or  facilities,  service  to  the  weatherhead,  building  perimeter,  or 
equipment  connection. 

2.5.7  The  Davis  Substation  at  the  Port  of  Oakland,  Oakland,  CA. 

3.0  Organization  and  Communication 

All  essential  communications  with  the  Navy  shall  be  conducted  by  TIDA.  Utility  trouble  and  emergency 
communications  reporting  procedures  are  detailed  in  Appendix  A to  this  exhibit. 

4.0  Preventative  Maintenance  & Repair  Work 

Regularly  scheduled  preventive  maintenance  and  all  non-emergency  repair  work  will  be  executed  as 
determined  necessary  by  the  SFPUC  and  subject  to  funding  availability  by  TIDA. 

5.0  Billing  and  Payment  for  Utilities  Consumption 

5.1  TIDA  will  defray  costs  of  utility  commodities  purchased  and  costs  of  the  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  utility  systems  through  revenues  generated  by  charging  uniform  rates  established  by  TIDA. 

5.2  TIDA  will  enter  into  Utility  Service  Contracts  (USC's)  with  all  Federal  users  including  the  Navy  or 
the  Navy's  contractors  as  required.  The  USC  shall  contain  pertinent  information  regarding  the  utilities 
agreement  between  TIDA  and  the  specific  Federal  user,  including  rates.  The  SFPUC  will  purchase 
electricity,  natural  gas  and  water. 

5.3  Billing  Non-Navy  Tenants:  The  SFPUC,  if  requested  by  TIDA,  will  be  responsible  for  billing,  and 
TIDA  will  be  responsible  for  obtaining  payment  from  all  Lessees,  Licensees  and  non-Navy  Federal  activities 
permitted  to  receive  utilities  services  on  the  former  base.  Charges  to  these  tenants  for  use  of  electricity, 
natural  gas,  water,  and  sewer  service  will  be  determined  by  TIDA.  In  general,  consumption  will  be  read  from 
meters  which  fully  and  exclusively  measure  permitted  consumption.  Where  determined  to  be  more 
economic,  consumption  may  be  determined  through  engineered  estimates  prepared  by  the  SFPUC  at  the 
request  of  TIDA  and  paid  for  by  TIDA. 

5.4  Recovering  Funds  for  Consumption  by  the  Navy:  Units  of  consumption  for  which  the  Navy  is 
responsible  have  been  determined  through  estimates  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  Navy  and  TIDA  per  the 
terms  of  the  Cooperative  Agreement. 

6.0  Outage  Management 

6.1  TIDA  shall  coordinate  all  scheduled  and  non-scheduled  outages  directly  with  the  applicable  parties 
including  the  Navy  and  its  contractors. 


6.2  The  SFPUC  will  execute  planned  outages  at  the  request  of  TIDA  at  the  agreed  upon  time. 

6.3  The  SFPUC  will  take  immediate  action  to  restore  service  in  the  case  of  an  unscheduled  outage. 
TIDA  shall  reimburse  the  SFPUC  for  the  cost  to  execute  planned  outages  or  restore  service  in  the  case  of 
unscheduled  outages. 

7.0  Excavation  Management 

TIDA  will  serve  as  the  initial  point  of  contact  for  all  parties  seeking  to  perform  excavations  at  NSTI  and  will 
implement  procedures  to  assure  that  no  excavation  is  permitted  without  advance  clearance  with  regard  to 
underground  utilities  and  from  the  designated  Navy  representative  for  environmental  conditions,  where 
applicable.  The  SFPUC  will  locate  and,  within  48  hours  of  notification,  clearly  mark  all  utilities  in  the 
vicinity  of  a proposed  excavation. 

8.0  Marking  Utilities  Locations 

The  SFPUC  will  locate  and  clearly  mark  all  electric,  natural  gas,  water,  storm  drain  and  sewer  utilities. 
Marking  shall  be  made  based  on  the  Navy  provided  base  maps  and  the  best  available  local  knowledge.  The 
SFPUC  will  take  best  efforts  to  mark  abandoned  lines  to  include  steam  distribution  based  on  available 
drawings. 

9.0  Operational  and  Environmental  Permits 

Operational  and  environmental  permits  pertaining  to  utility  operations  at  NSTI  are  identified  in  Table  A-l. 


Table  A-l 

Operational  and  Environmental  Permits  for  which 
SFPUC  Will  Perform  Monitoring  and  Preparation  of  Reporting  Materials 


Item 

Permit  Tvpe 

Issuing  Agencv 

Permit  Number 

Monitoring 

Reauired 

Reporting 

Required 

001 

NPDES  permit 
for  waste  water 
treatment  plant 

California 
Regional 
Water  Quality 
Control  Board 

CA0110116 

Yes 

Yes 

002 

Domestic 
Water  Supply 
Permit 

California 
Health  and 
Welfare 
Agency 

System  No. 
3810702 

Yes 

Yes 

003 

Permit  to 
Operate  all  Air 
Emissions 
Sources 

Bay  Area  Air 
Quality 
Management 
District 

Plant  #479 

Yes 

Yes 

004 

NPDES  permit 
for  stormwater 
discharge 

California 
Regional 
Water  Quality 
Control  Board 

CA  S000001 
Order  No.97- 
03-DWQ 
Facility  WDID 
No. 

238S012140 

Yes 

Yes 

Note:  Permit  numbers  as  of  July  1,  2014;  permit  types  and  numbers  are  subject  to  change. 


The  SFPUC  will  oversee  the  monitoring  and  preparation  of  material  for  the  reporting  requirements  of 
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operational  permits  as  long  as  sufficient  funding  for  these  Services  is  provided  by  TIDA.  Final  submittal  of 
required  reports  shall  be  done  by  the  permit  holder.  For  the  duration  of  this  MOU,  the  SFPUC  will  support 
the  TIDA  and  Navy  through  TIDA  in  the  enforcement  of  permit  requirements  and  the  abatement  of  non- 
compliance  violations  noted  during  tenant/lessee  inspections. 

10.0  Environmental  Hazards 

10.  1 Definition:  Environmental  hazards,  for  the  purpose  of  this  discussion,  are  defined  as  historic  spills  or 
releases  of  hazardous  substances  or  newly  identified  historic  releases  of  hazardous  substances  to  soil  or 
groundwater  which  pose  potential  hazards  to  Caretaker  personnel  attempting  to  perform  utility  systems 
maintenance  or  repair  or  which  may  pose  a threat  to  human  health  in  general  or  to  the  environment.  This 
definition  does  not  include  SFPUC  use  of  potentially  hazardous  products  and  materials  where  required  for 
utility  system  operation  and  maintenance  activities. 

10.2  Awareness:  TIDA  shall  inform  the  SFPUC  of  all  informational  sources  that  identify  locations  and 
types  of  environmental  hazards  at  NSTI  in  order  to  avoid  contact  with  contaminated  materials  by  personnel 
engaged  in  utilities  operations.  In  this  regard,  TIDA  will  coordinate  with  the  Navy  to  obtain  and  distribute 
the  most  current  maps  and  characterization  information  for  environmental  hazards. 

10.3  Procedures:  Safety  procedures  normally  observed  by  the  SFPUC  will  be  observed  in  order  to 
minimize  contact  with  contaminated  soil.  The  following  procedures  will  be  followed  by  SFPUC  personnel  in 
the  event  work  is  required  in  an  area  documented  to  contain  contamination  or  if  undocumented 
contamination  is  encountered  or  suspected. 

10.3.1  Planned  Excavations:  In  conformance  with  excavation  permit  request  procedures  presented 
in  paragraph  7.0  above,  TIDA  will  coordinate  with  the  Navy  for  any  excavations  per  the  terms  of  the 
Cooperative  Agreement.  The  SFPUC  will  perform  the  excavation  in  accordance  with  SFPUC  health 
and  safety  practices,  and  applicable  Federal,  State,  or  local  regulations.  The  SFPUC  will  perform  the 
excavation  using  any  required  protective  equipment. 

10.3.2  Unplanned  Evacuations:  When  soil  contamination  is  encountered  or  suspected  in  the  course 
of  unplanned  excavations,  the  SFPUC  will  cease  work  and  immediately  contact  TIDA.  TIDA  will 
coordinate  with  the  Navy,  as  applicable  to  evaluate  conditions  and  determine  a course  of  action. 

10.4  Disposal:  The  SFPUC  is  not  responsible  for  the  remediation  or  disposal  of  any  contaminated 
excavation  spoils. 
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APPENDIX  A 

UTILITIES  TROUBLE/EMERGENCY  CALL  REPORTING  PROCEDURES 


GENERAL  EMERGENCY  NUMBER:  311  or  911  (as  appropriate) 

SFPUC  San  Francisco  City  Distribution  Division  (CDD):  (415)  550-4956 

Call  91 1,  as  appropriate,  where  it  has  been  determined  or  is  suspected  that  immediate  action  is  required  to 
eliminate  a threat  to  human  health,  the  environment,  to  protect  property,  to  avoid  disruption  of  essential 
operations,  or  for  specific  problems  including  civil  disturbance,  traffic  and  fire  and  safety.  All  other  utility 
trouble  calls  should  be  placed  to  31 1. 

1 . 311  will  receive  a utility  trouble  call  and  contact  CDD  Dispatch  at  (415)  550-4956.  The  CDD 
Dispatch  will  assign  a Trouble  Call  Number  (TC#)  and  record  information  in  Treasure  Island  book. 

2.  CDD  will  dispatch  trouble  call  to  the  appropriate  unit: 

a.  Water  Problems  - To  on-call  team 

b.  Sewer  Problems  - (415)  920-4700  (Southeast  Plant,  Chiefs  Office) 

c.  Electrical  Problems  - (209)  989-2099 

d.  Natural  Gas  Problems  - (415)  760-5179  for  SFPUC  and  Department  of  Public  Works 
“natural  gas”  plumbers  {not  PG&E). 

3.  CDD  will  notify  in  the  order  below  the  following  individuals  for  emergencies  involving 
environmental  issues,  broken  water  mains,  downed  electrical  lines,  loss  of  electric  power  to  an  area, 
any  sewer  overflow/spill,  fire,  or  other  emergency  involving  personal  injury  or  significant  property 
damage: 

a.  Joseph  Carlevaris  (SFPUC  Treasure  Island  Buildings  & Grounds  Supervisor) 

(415)  554-1572  (office) 

(415)  238-8549  (cell) 

If  unavailable,  notify: 

b.  Sam  Larano  (SFPUC  Project  Manager) 

(415)  554-0724  (office) 

(415)  370-2549  (cell) 

c.  Richard  Stephens  (SFPUC  Utility  Services  Manager) 

(415)  227-8501 (office) 

(415)  238-5600  (cell) 

4.  If  directed,  CDD  dispatch  shall  notify: 

a.  SFPUC  Communications 

Tyrone  Jue  (Manager,  Communications) 

(415)  554-3247  (office) 

(415)  290-0163  (cell) 

b.  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Robert  Beck  (Director) 

(415)  274-0662  (office) 

(415)  794-1129  (cell) 

c.  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Peter  Summerville 

(415)  274-0665  (office) 

(415)  740-8488  (cell) 
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d.  Doug  De  Long  (Environmental  Compliance  Safety  & Security  Manager,  Navy  Caretaker 
Site  Office) 

(415)  743-4713  (office) 

(510)  772-8832  (cell) 

If  unavailable,  notify: 

e.  Patricia  McFadden  (Base  Realignment  and  Closure  Leader,  Navy  Caretaker  Site  Office) 
(415)  743-4720  (office) 

(415)  559-9961  (cell) 


# 


# 
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City  & County  of  San  francisco 


Robert  Beck 

Treasure  Island  Director 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
WWW.SFTREASUREISLAND.ORG 


September  29,  2014 

Mr.  Jack  Gardner,  President  and  CEO 
The  John  Stewart  Company 
1388  Sutter  Street,  1 1th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 

Dear  Mr.  Gardner, 

I write  to  confirm  that  the  Effective  Date  of  the  Sublease  and  Property  Management  Agreement 
(the  Agreement),  dated  for  reference  purposes  July  1, 2014,  between  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority  (TIDA)  and  the  John  Stewart  Company  (JSCo),  is  September  26, 2014. 
Please  find  attached  a copy  of  Resolution  340-14  adopted  by  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  approving  the  Agreement. 

As  set  forth  in  Section  3.1  of  the  Agreement,  the  Expiration  Date  of  the  Agreement  is  September 
26,2021. 

As  set  forth  in  Recital  E of  the  Agreement,  the  Sublease,  Marketing  and  Property  Management 
Agreement  between  TIDA  and  JSCo  dated  for  reference  purposes  March  17,  1999  automatically 
terminated  on  the  Effective  Date. 

We  look  forward  to  continuing  to  work  with  you  on  the  housing  at  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena 
Islands. 


Sincerely, 


Robert  Beck 
Treasure  Island  Director 


Cc:  file 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


FILE  NO.  140754 


RESOLUTION  NO.  340-14 


[Sublease  and  Property  Management  Agreement  - John  Stewart  Company  - Treasure  and 
Yerba  Buena  Islands  Market  Rate  Rental  Housing  - $632,806  Yearly  Base  Rent] 

Resolution  approving  a Sublease  and  Property  Management  Agreement  for  Treasure 
and  Yerba  Buena  Islands  market  rate  rental  housing  between  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority  and  the  John  Stewart  Company,  with  a yearly  base  rent  of 
$632,806  for  a seven-year  term,  to  commence  following  Board  approval,  with  a three- 
year  option  to  extend. 

WHEREAS,  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  is  a military  base  located  on  Treasure  Island 
and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (together,  the  "Base"),  which  is  currently  owned  by  the  United  States 
of  America  (“the  Federal  Government”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Base  was  selected  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  in  1993,  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510,  and  its 
subsequent  amendments;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  2,  1997,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  Resolution  No.  380-97, 
authorizing  the  Mayor’s  Treasure  Island  Project  Office  to  establish  a nonprofit  public  benefit 
corporation  known  as  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (the  “Authority”)  to  act  as  a 
single  entity  focused  on  the  planning,  redevelopment,  reconstruction,  rehabilitation,  reuse  and 
conversion  of  the  Base  for  the  public  interest,  convenience,  welfare  and  common  benefit  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  Treasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1997,  which  amended 
Section  33492.5  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  and  added  Section  2.1  to  Chapter 
1333  of  the  Statutes  of  1968  (the  “Act”),  the  California  legislature  (i)  designated  the  Authority 
as  a redevelopment  agency  under  California  redevelopment  law  with  authority  over  the  Base 
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upon  approval  of  the  City’s  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  (ii)  with  respect  to  those  portions  of  the 
Base  that  are  subject  to  the  Tidelands  Trust,  vested  in  the  Authority  the  authority  to  administer 
the  public  trust  for  commerce,  navigation  and  fisheries  as  to  such  property;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  designation  of  the  Authority  as  a 
redevelopment  agency  for  Treasure  Island  in  1997;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  24,  2012,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rescinded  designation  of 
the  Authority  as  a redevelopment  agency  under  California  Community  Redevelopment  Law  in 
Resolution  No.  11-12,  but  such  rescission  did  not  affect  the  Authority's  status  as  the  Local 
Reuse  Authority  for  Treasure  Island  or  the  Tidelands  Trust  trustee  for  the  portions  of  Treasure 
Island  subject  to  the  Tidelands  Trust,  or  any  other  powers  or  authority  of  the  Authority;  and 
WHEREAS,  On  March  17,  1999,  the  Authority  and  John  Stewart  Company  (“JSCo”) 
entered  into  a Sublease,  Development,  Marketing  and  Property  Management  Agreement  (as 
amended,  the  “Original  Agreement”)  for  the  development,  marketing  and  property 
management  of  up  to  766  housing  units  on  the  Base;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  scheduled  term  of  the  Original  Agreement  expired  on  the  effective 
date  of  the  Disposition  and  Development  Agreement  for  former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island 
(“the  DDA")  between  the  Authority  and  Treasure  Island  Community  Development  LLC,  but 
continued  thereafter  on  a month-to-month  holdover  basis;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  7,  2014,  the  Authority  issued  a Request  for  Proposals  for  a 
Sublease  and  Property  Management  Agreement  for  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands 
Market  Rate  Rental  Housing  (“the  RFP”)  to  perform  the  services  that  were  then-being 
provided  under  the  Original  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  JSCo  was  the  sole  respondent  to  the  RFP;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Response  submitted  by  JSCo  was  deemed  complete  and  responsive 
to  the  terms  of  the  RFP  by  Authority  staff;  and 
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WHEREAS,  The  Authority  and  JSCo  negotiated  a Sublease  and  Property  Management 
Agreement  for  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands  Market  Rate  Rental  Housing  (the 
“Agreement”),  a copy  of  which  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. 
140754,  which  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a part  of  this  Resolution  as  if  set  forth  fully  herein; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Agreement  was  approved  by  the  Authority  Board  of  Directors  at  its 
June  11,  2014,  meeting  by  Authority  Board  Resolution  # 14-22-06/14;  and 

WHEREAS,  Because  the  cumulative  amount  of  the  Agreement  exceeds  $1,000,000, 
the  Authority  is  requesting  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approve  the  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  There  is  no  change  in  existing  use  as  a result  of  the  Agreement  and  the 
approval  of  the  Agreement  is  not  a project  under  CEQA;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  approves  the  Agreement,  and 
authorizes  the  Director  of  Island  Operations  to  execute  the  Agreement  in  substantially  the 
form  filed  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  to  make  any  additions,  amendments 
or  other  modifications  to  the  Agreement  (including,  without  limitation,  its  exhibits)  that  the 
Director  of  Island  Operations  of  the  Authority  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interests  of  the  Authority  and  do  not  otherwise  materially  increase  the 
obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  Authority,  and  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the 
purpose  and  intent  of  this  Resolution;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  Agreement  being  fully 
executed  by  all  parties  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  shall  provide  the  final 
Agreement  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  for  inclusion  into  the  official  file. 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails 

Resolution 


CilyHall 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


File  Number:  140754 


Date  Passed:  September  16,  2014 


Resolution  approving  a Sublease  and  Property  Management  Agreement  for  Treasure  and  Yerba 
Buena  Islands  market  rate  rental  housing  between  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and 
the  John  Stewart  Company,  with  a yearly  base  rent  of  $632,806  fora  seven-year  term,  to  commence 
following  Board  approval,  with  a three-year  option  to  extend. 


September  1 0,  2014  Budget  and  Finance  Committee  - RECOMMENDED 
September  16,  2014  Board  of  Supervisors  - ADOPTED 


Ayes:  11  - Avalos,  Breed,  Campos,  Chiu,  Cohen,  Farrell,  Kim,  Mar,  Tang,  Wiener 
and  Yee 


File  No.  140754 


! hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing 
Resolution  was  ADOPTED  on  9/16/2014  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Angela  Calvillo 
Clerk  of  the  Board 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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■■association  of 

^DEFENSE 

■■COMMUNITIES 


Future-Focused  Redevelopment 


defensecommunities.org/baseredevelopment 


EVENT  BROCHURE 


The  Nation's  Leading 
Event  on  Large-Scale 
Redevelopment 


In  November  the  Association  of 
Defense  Communities  will  host  its 
second  Base  Redevelopment  Forum. 

An  event  that  brings  together  a diverse 
group  of  community  and  industry 
leaders,  the  Base  Redevelopment 
Forum  is  designed  for  current  local 
redevelopment  authorities,  legacy  base 
closure  projects,  and  non-military  reuse 
projects  that  are  complex  and  large  in 
scale.  Our  focus  is  not  BRAC;  it  is  about 
advancing  economic  opportunity  through 
community-driven  redevelopment. 

THE  FOREFRONT  OF 
REDEVELOPMENT 

After  the  success  of  last  year’s  Base 
Redevelopment  Forum  in  Portland, 
Maine,  and  the  former  Naval  Air  Station 
Brunswick,  this  year’s  event  heads 
west  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay,  home 
to  the  largest  concentration  of  base 
redevelopment  projects  in  the  country. 

Since  the  mid-1990s,  the  Bay  Area 
has  been  home  to  some  of  the  most 
complex  base  redevelopment  projects 
in  the  country,  including  Oakland  Army 
Base,  the  Presidio,  Naval  Air  Station 
Alameda,  Treasure  Island,  Mare  Island 
Naval  Shipyard,  Concord  Naval  Weapons 
Station,  Riverbank  Army  Ammunition 
Plant  and  Moffett  Field.  From  celebrated 
success  stories  to  projects  that  have 
faced  numerous  challenges,  the  Bay 
Area  illustrates  redevelopment  at  every 
stage  of  the  process  and  will  serve  as 
the  backdrop  and  classroom  for  the 
conference,  imparting  important  lessons 
for  redevelopment  professionals  looking 
to  learn  the  tools  for  success. 


WHO  SHOULD 

ATTEND? 

★ Local  Redevelopment 
Authorities  (LRAs)  and 

/; community  leaders 
from  active  base 
redevelopment  projects 

★ Former  LRAs  and 
community  leaders  from 
past  BRAC  projects 

still  actively  engaged  in 
redevelopment  efforts 

★ Representatives  from 
other  large-scale 
redevelopment  projects 
that  are  similar  in  scale 
and  complexity  as  base 

-.reuse  projects 

★ Industry  representatives 
involved  with  military 
base  redevelopment, 
major  asset 
redevelopment, 

real  estate  and 
environmental: 

'.  remediation 

★ Entrepreneurs  and 

v-1  growing  organizations 

looking  for  new 
infrastructure  and 
unique  business 
opportunities i ' 
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Session  Topics  & Tracks 


FUTURE-FOCUSED  REDEVELOPMENT 

★ The  Future  of  Economic  Development -As  communities 
address  major  redevelopment  projects,  what  steps  can  local 
leaders  take  to  incorporate  technology,  partnerships  and  other 
forward-looking  ideas  into  the  day-to-day  management  of 
surplus  properties?  This  session  will  cover  topics  such  as  how 
communities  can  harness  emerging  sectors  and  technologies 
like  3D  printers,  entrepreneurial  recruitment  events,  and 
partnering  with  universities  on  business  opportunities  to  build 
the  redevelopment  projects  of  tomorrow, 

★ Former  Installations  as  Centers  for  Emergency 
Management  - What  role  can  former  military  installations  play 
in  a community's  emergency  planning  and  disaster  response? 
This  session  will  explore  how  a redevelopment  project  can  begin 
integrating  with  the  local  community  through  coordination  on 
training,  planning  and  response. 

★ Attracting  Entrepreneurs  to  Redevelopment  Projects  - The 

next  generation  of  entrepreneurs  has  specific  needs  as  they 
aim  to  remake  economies  across  the  country.  This  session  will 
provide  a primer  on  the  types  of  space,  locations,  investments, 
local  government  policies  and  infrastructure  the  next  generation 
of  entrepreneurs  look  for  when  they  contemplate  investing, 

★ Opportunities  for  Foreign  Direct  Investments  - Foreign 
investors  continue  to  seek  real  estate  and  venture  capital 
inyestment  opportunities  across  the  U.S.  What  are  they 
interested  in?  How  can  an  LRA  attract  these  investors?  This 
session  will  explore  the  increasingly  complex  world  of  FDI  and 
discover  what  drives  investment  from  overseas. 

★ Innovative  Financing  through  Crowdsourcing  - No 

matter  how  innovative  the  idea,  it  will  never  move  beyond 
the  drawing  board  without  the  capital  needed  to  put  it  into 
action.  Crowdsourcing,  the  process  of  obtaining  services  or 
contributions  from  a large  group,  may  be  a solution.  This 
session  will  investigate  how  LRAs  can  tap  into  the  potential 
of  crowdsourcing  to  implement  projects  and  encourage  new 
development. 

★ Opportunities  in  the  Entertainment  Industry  - This  session 
will  discuss  how  reuse  agencies  have  taken  advantage  of 
working  with  the  entertainment  industry  in  interim  and  long-term 
partnerships. 


MOVING  FORWARD  WITH  ECONOMIC 

REDEVELOPMENT 

★ Shark  Tank:  The  Base  Redevelopment  Edition  - Each  real 
estate  developer  approaches  redevelopment  projects  in  different 
ways,  but  some  criteria  are  common  for  all  developers.  This 
session  will  feature  a fictional  base  redevelopment  project 
presented  to  a panel  of  developers  who  will  describe  the 
redevelopment  opportunities  and  challenges  of  the  base  from 
their  perspectives. 

★ Community  Engagement  Strategies  - As  redevelopment 
projects  progress,  winning  and  maintaining  the  support  of 
community  leaders  are  vital  for  success.  This  panel  will  discuss 
new  and  innovative  ways  to  reach  out  to  local  communities  and 
ways  your  project  can  inform  the  public  process.  The  session  will 
also  including  an  in-depth  look  at  how  social  media  can  drive 
these  new  conversations. 

★ Disposition  Strategies  - There  is  no  one-size-fits-all  approach 
to  property  disposition.  It  takes  creativity  and  tenacity  to  develop 
an  approach  that  makes  sense  for  all  parties.  This  forum  will 
provide  an  opportunity  for  communities  to  share  their  updates, 
best  practices  and  new  ideas  to  expedite  property  transfer. 

★ Working  with  Site  Selectors  - Site  selectors  have  a major 
role  in  directing  investment  decisions  for  companies.  How  do 
they  view  redevelopment  projects,  and  what  do  they  want  to  see 
when  they  visit  a location?  What  factors  are  influencing  today’s 
investment  decisions? 

SITE  CLEAN-UP  AND  BEYOND 

★ Dealing  with  Complex  Contamination  Issues  - Many 
redevelopment  projects  face  unique  and  complex  environmental 
and  infrastructure  contamination  issues,  including  nuclear, 
biological,  explosive  and  chemical  contamination.  This  session 
will  explore  how  LRAs  deal  with  these  challenges  and  share  best 
practices  and  strategies. 

★ Land  Use  Controls,  CERCLA  Covenants  & Reporting 
Requirements  - Many  former  military  bases  across  the  country 
face  major  issues  ranging  from  environmental  remediation  to 
health  and  safety  compliance,  as  well  as  protecting  cultural 
resources.  This  session  will  explore  the  full  spectrum  of 
challenges  LRAs  face  during  the  clean-up  and  certification 
phase  of  a project  to  the  implications  of  stewardship. 
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★ Risk  and  Responsibility  for  Enforcement  of  Deed  Provisions 
and  Compliance  Oversight  - This  session  will  address  how 
the  quitclaim  deeds  from  the  military  services  and  GSA  limit  the 
government's  exposure  to  risk  and  liability  and  how  these  deeds 
are  influenced  by  policies  and  requirements  of  other  federal 
agencies.  Speakers  will  discuss  provisions  that  "run  with  the 
land”  and  are  binding  on  all  subsequent  owners,  examples  of 
different  deed  language,  the  implications  for  tenant  agreements 
and  how  to  remove  the  constraints  and  restrictions  imposed  by 
these  provisions. 

★ Staging  Redevelopment  and  Environmental  Cleanup  - LRAs 
confront  significant  challenges  when  managing  projects  that  are 
remediated  or  need  to  be  developed  piecemeal.  In  this  session, 
experts  will  explore  successful  management  strategies  that 
can  help  leaders  overcome  the  barriers  created  by  a patchwork 
redevelopment  process  and  what  tools  can  help  redevelopment 
agencies  see  the  process  through. 

PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT  AND 

DEVELOPMENT  DO’S  AND  DON’TS 

★ Successful  Tenant  Management  - The  redevelopment  process 
revolves  around  tenants.  Managing  the  occupants  on  your  project 
is  vital  to  redevelopment  process,  What  steps  can  LRAs  take  to 
keep  tenants  happy  and  productive?  This  session  will  explore 
successful  tenant  relationships  and  help  develop  strategies  for 
landlords  dealing  with  difficult  situations. 

★ Business  Incubation  and  Acceleration  - Business  incubation 
and  acceleration  programs  can  be  a key  attraction  for  small 
start-ups  and  small  businesses  looking  to  a nurturing  place  to 
develop  their  products  and  grow.  This  session  will  explore  the 
best  practices  learned  from  case  studies  from  across  the  country 
and  will  teach  LRAs  the  best  way  to  incorporate  these  enterprises 
into  their  redevelopment  plans. 

★ Interim  Leasing  vs.  New  Development  - Interim  leasing 
of  facilities  has  provided  LRAs  with  valuable  investment  for 
redevelopment  projects  until  final  plans  move  ahead.  Balancing 
the  needs  of  tenants  with  ever-changing  development  plans  can 
be  challenging.  What  are  effective  ways  to  encourage  the  active 
use  of  your  facility  before  final  development  moves  forward  - 
without  inhibiting  it? 


★ Turning  Tenants  into  Partners  - When  looking  to  further 
the  reuse  of  federal  properties,  partners  are  as  close  as  the 
companies  located  on  the  site.  This  session  will  focus  on 
identifying  industry,  technology,  energy  providers  and  other 
potential  partners  to  form  alliances  and  fulfill  a reuse  plan. 

MOBILE  WORKSHOPS 

★ The  Presidio  Experience  - One  of  the  nation’s  most  famous 
closed  military  installations,  the  Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  served 
as  a military  post  for  three  separate  nations  in  its  21 8 years  as 
an  active  base.  Hear  from  the  project  leaders  as  they  tell  the 
story  of  its  successful  transformation  into  a revitalized  economic 
engine  for  the  Bay  Area. 

★ The  Former  Naval  Air  Station  Alameda  Point  - Closed  in 

1 997,  Alameda  Point  offers  attendees  the  opportunity  to  tour 
a redevelopment  project  as  it  begins  to  transform  the  recently 
transferred  property  into  a center  of  commerce,  industry  and 
community. 

SPECIAL  SESSIONS 

★ California  LRAs  Forum  - Having  lost  more  than  100 
installations  over  the  past  three  decades,  California  has 
experienced  the  full  spectrum  of  redevelopment  challenges 
and  opportunities.  In  this  panel,  California  LRAs  will  share  their 
redevelopment  experience  and  discuss  how  local  and  state 
policies  have  impacted  their  projects. 

★ ADC  Legislative  Update  - Pending  legislation  could  create  new 
opportunities  for  LRAs,  including  increased  HUBZone  advantages. 
ADC  will  update  LRAs  on  legislation  impacting  redevelopment  ■ 
projects  and  will  lead  a group  discussion  on  other  redevelopment 
legislative  needs. 

★ Laboratory  of  Redevelopment -The  San  Francisco  Bay  Area 
is  home  to  many  of  the  nation’s  most  complex  redevelopment 
projects.  Engage  with  local  redevelopment  leaders  as  they 
discuss  their  projects’  challenges  and  success  in  this  interactive 
networking  session. 

★ LRA  Directors  Council  Meeting  - LRA  Directors  and  their 
deputies  are  invited  to  a meeting  to  discuss  current  challenges 
and  successes  of  base  redevelopment  projects. 
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AGENDA  AT  A GLANCE 


Wednesday,  November  12 


8:00  A.M.  - 6:00  P.M. 

Registration  Open  at  the  Hyatt  Fisherman’s  Wharf 

8:30  A.M.  - 12:00  P.M. 

Base  Project  Tour  - Alameda  Point 
(Check  website  for  additional  tours) 

10:30  A.M.- 12:00  P.M. 

Pre-Conference  Sessions 

12:00  P.M. -1:00  P.M. 

Lunch  on  Your  Own  - Get  acquainted  with  the  local  cuisine 
and  network  with  your  colleagues  along  San  Francisco’s  famed 
Fisherman’s  Wharf. 

1:00  P.M. -2:30  P.M. 

Forum  Kickoff 

Super  Session:  Future  Focused  Redevelopment  - 
This  first  session  of  the  day  will  feature  an  expert  panel  that  will 
discuss  the  new  technological  and  social  advances  that  have  shifted 
industry  toward  a more  global  and  information  oriented  market,  and 
how  redevelopment  projects  can  capitalize  on  new  technology-driven 
industries. 


9:30  A.M. -10:45  A.M. 

Concurrent  Sessions  (3) 

10:45  A.M.- 11:00  A.M. 

Networking  Break 

11:00  A.M.- 12:15  P.M. 

Concurrent  Sessions  (3) 

12:15  P.M. -1:30  P.M. 

Keynote  Lunch 

1:45  P.M. -2:45  P.M. 

Concurrent  Sessions  (3) 

3:00  P.M.  - 4:00  P.M. 

The  Presidio  Experience  - Depart  for  the  Presidio  tour/reception. 

4:00  P.M.  - 5:00  P.M. 

Presidio  Tours 

5:00  P.M.  - 6:00  P.M. 

Forum  Reception  at  the  Presidio  Observation  Point 


2:30  P.M. -2:45  P.M. 
Networking  Break 

2:45  P.M. -4:00  P.M. 
Concurrent  Sessions  (3) 


4:00  P.M. -5:00  P.M. 

Special  Networking  Session:  Laboratory  of  Redevelopment  - The 
San  Francisco  Bay  Area  is  home  to  many  of  the  nation’s  most  complex 
redevelopment  projects.  Engage  with  local  redevelopment  leaders  and 
they  discuss  their  projects’  challenges  and  success  in  this  interactive 
networking  session. 

5:00  P.M.  - 6:00  P.M. 


8:30  A.M.- 10:00  A.M. 

Super  Session:  Shark  Tank  - Each  real  estate  developer  approaches 
redevelopment  projects  in  different  ways,  but  some  criteria  are 
common  for  all  developers,  this  session  will  feature  a fictional  base 
redevelopment  project  presented  to  a panel  of  developers  who  will 
describe  the  redevelopment  opportunities  and  challenges  of  the  base 
from  their  perspectives. 

10:15  A.M.- 10:30  A.M. 

Networking  Break 

10:30  A.M.- 12:00  P.M. 

Concurrent  Sessions  (3) 

12:00  P.M. 

Forum  Ends 


8:00  AM -9:15  A.M. 
Concurrent  Sessions  (2) 


Visit  defensecommunities.org/baseredevelopmentfor  program 
updates. 


Event  Details 


THE  HYATT  FISHERMAN’S  WHARF 


555  NORTH  POINT  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94133 


The  2014  Base  Redevelopment  Forum  will  be  held  at  the  Hyatt  Fisherman’s  Wharf.  ADC  has  secured  a block  of  rooms 
at  the  low  rate  of  $209  per  night.  To  book  your  room  online,  visit  the  hotel/travel  page  at  defensecommunities.org/ 
baseredevelopment. 

AIRPORT 

The  Hyatt  Fisherman’s  Wharf  is  conveniently  located  a short  distance  from  the  San  Francisco  International 
Airport.  Airport  shuttle  service  is  available.  To  schedule,  visit  the  hotel/travel  page  at  defensecommunities.org/ 
baseredevelopment. 


Registration 


Early  Registration 

Regular  Registration 

On  Site  Registration 

Ends  Friday  10/10 

Ends  Friday  11/7 

Members 

$495 

$545 

$595 

Non-Members 

$695 

$745 

$795 

Federal  Personnel 

$125 

Contact  Morgan  Pinckney  at  mpinckney@defensecommunities. 

Speakers 

$495 

org  or  202-822-5256. 

Group  Registration 

Check  out  the  Friends  of  the  Forum  cage  at  defensecommunities.org/baseredeveloDment 
for  more  details  on  our  NEW  group  registration  option.  Friends  of  the  Forum  packages  are 
available  for  a limited  time  only. 
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Sponsorship 

TAKE  A LEADERSHIP  ROLE  IN  THE  BASE 

REDEVELOPMENT  FORUM 

WHY  BECOME  A FORUM  SPONSOR? 

★ Get  Your  Message  to  the  Right  People  - ADC  brings  together  key  decision  makers  important  to  your  organization.  With  more  than  300 
leaders  from  base  redevelopment  communities,  state  governments,  the  private  sector  and  the  military,  the  Base  Redevelopment  Forum  is 
the  ideal  event  to  showcase  your  organization’s  capabilities. 

★ Be  Recognized  as  a Leader  in  Your  Field  - Partnering  with  ADC  helps  your  organization  communicate  your  value  to  ADC  members  by 
demonstrating  your  commitment  to  their  issues. 

★ Play  a Lead  Role  in  the  Forum  Program  - Work  with  ADC  staff  to  develop  a session  or  workshop  that  offers  significant  value  to  Summit 
attendees  and  demonstrates  your  organization’s  expertise. 

To  find  the  right  opportunity  for  your  organization,  download  the  sponsorship  brochure  at  defensecommunities.org/ 

baseredevelopment. 


defensecommunities.org/baseredevelopment 


Case  No.  S212526 


IN  THE  SUPREME  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

CITIZENS  FOR  A SUSTAINABLE  TREASURE  ISLAND, 
Plaintiff  and  Appellant, 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO,  et  al., 
Defendants  and  Respondents, 


TREASURE  ISLAND  COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT,  LLC,  et  al. 
Real  Parties  in  Interest,  Respondents  and  Cross-Appellants. 


ANSWER  TO  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW 


After  a Decision  by  the  Court  of  Appeal 
Fourth  Appellate  District,  Division  Four 
Case  No.  A137828 


Appeal  from  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California 
For  the  County  of  San  Francisco,  The  Honorable  Ten  L.  Jackson 
Case  No.  CPF1 15 11452 


ANDREA  RUIZ-ESQUIDE,  SBN  23373 1 
DEPUTY  CITY  ATTORNEY 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CITY  ATTORNEY’S 
OFFICE 

City  Hall  Room  234 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B,  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4682 
Telephone:  (415)  554-4622 
E-Mail:  AndreaRuiz-Esquide@sfgov.org 

Attorneys  for  Respondent 
CITY  AND  COUNTY 
OF  SAN  FRANCISCO,  et  al. 


GIBSON,  DUNN  & CRUTCHER  LLP 
MARY  G.  MURPHY,  SBN  130204 
NEIL  H.  SEKHRI,  SBN  129808 
555  Mission  Street,  Suite  3000 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105-2933 
Telephone:  (415)  393-8257 

Facsimile:  (415)  374-8480 

E-mail:MGMwphy@gibsondunn.com 
nsekhri@gibsondunn.com 


Attorneys  for  Real  Party  in  Interest 
TREASURE  ISLAND  COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT,  LLC 


(Counsel  continued  on  next  page) 


© 


REMY  MOOSE  MANLEY,  LLP 
0 WHITMAN  F.  MANLEY,  SBN  130972 

HOWARD  F.  WILKINS  HI,  SBN  203083 
455  Capitol  Mall,  Suite  210 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 
Telephone:  (916)443-2745 
^ Facsimile:  (916)443-9017 

E-mail:  wmanley@rmmenvirolaw.com 
hwilMns@rmmenvirolaw.com 

Attorneys  for  Real  Party  in  Interest 

O TREASURE  ISLAND  COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT,  LLC 

MICHAEL  H.  ZISCHKE 
ANDREW  B.SABEY 
COX  CASTLE  & NICHOLSON  LLP 
§ 555  California  Street,  10th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104-1513 
Telephone:  415-392-4200 
E-Mail:  mzischke@coxcastle.com 
ASabey@coxcastle.com 

Attorney  for  Real  Parties  in  Interest 

TREASURE  ISLAND  HOMELESS  DEVELOPMENT  INITIATIVE,  INC. 
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NOTE  ON  CITATION  CONVENTIONS 

This  brief  uses  the  following  citation  conventions: 

• The  CEQA  Guidelines  (Cal.  Code  Regs.,  tit.  14,  § 15000  et  seq.)1 
are  cited  herein  as  “CEQA  Guidelines”  followed  by  a section 
symbol,  the  relevant  section  number,  and  the  subdivision(s),  if  any. 
For  example,  a citation  to  Cal.  Code  Regs.,  tit.  14,  ch.  3,  § 15088.5, 
subd.  (e),.  would  appear  as:  CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15088.5,  subd.  (e). 


• Citations  to  the  City  of  San  Francisco’s  Certified  Administrative 
Record  of  Proceedings  consist  of  the  abbreviation  “AR”  followed  by 
the  relevant  page  number(s).  For  example,  a citation  to  Bates- 
numbered  page  0015461,  would  appear  as:  AR:  15461. 


• Citations  to  the  Appellant’s  Appendix  consist  of  the  volume  number 
followed  by  the  abbreviation  “AA”  followed  by  page  number(s).  For 
example,  “4  AA:507”  is  Volume  4 of  the  Appellant’s  Appendix, 
page  507. 


1 “In  interpreting  CEQA,  [courts]  accord  the  Guidelines  great  weight  except 
where  they  are  clearly  unauthorized  or  erroneous.”  ( Vineyard  Area  Citizens 
for  Responsible  Growth,  Inc.  v.  City  of  Rancho  Cordova  (2007)  40  Cal.4th 
412, 428  fn.  5.) 


Respondent  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  and 
Respondents/Real  Parties  in  Interest  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority  (TIDA),  Treasure  Island  Community  Development  (TICD)  and 
Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development  Initiative,  Inc.  (TIHDI)  submit  this 
Answer  to  the  Petition  for  Review. 

I.  Introduction  and  Summary  of  Response 

This  lawsuit  involves  an  attack  on  the  City’s  decision  to  certify  an 
environmental  impact  report  (EIR)  and  approve  a plan  to  redevelop  a 
shuttered  naval  station  located  on  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands  in  San 
Francisco  Bay.  The  trial  court  denied  the  petition.  The  First  District  Court 
of  Appeal  affirmed.  ( Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  v.  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  (2014)  227  Cal.App.4th  1036  (“GS77”).)  1 
Petitioner  Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  (CSTI)  now  seeks  a 
third  bite  at  the  apple. 

As  the  Court  of  Appeal  noted,  “[tjhe  area  designated  for  the  Project 
has  an  interesting  history.”  (227  Cal.App.4th  atp.  1043.)  The  City’s  effort 
involved  more  than  a decade  of  planning,  study  and  community  input, 
culminating  in  an  1 1-0  vote  by  the  City’s  Board  of  Supervisors  to  certify 
the  EIR  and  approve  the  project.  {Id.  at  pp.  1043-1044.) 

CSTI  seeks  review  on  two  issues.  First,  CSTI  describes  the  project 
as  comprising  zoning,  development  standards,  and  other  “concepts,”  such 
that  the  City  was  legally  compelled  to  prepare  a “program  EIR.”  This 
argument  grossly  mischaracterizes  both  the  project  and  the  EIR  certified  by 
the  City.  The  EIR’s  project  description  alone  spans  80  pages.  The  standards 


1 At  trial,  TIHDI  filed  a motion  to  dismiss  the  petition,  based  on  CSTI’s 
failure  to  timely  name  TIHDI  as  an  indispensable  party.  (13  AA:  1929- 
2558.)  The  trial  court  denied  the  motion.  (23  AA:3413-3416.)  The  cross 
appeal  filed  by  TICD  and  TIHDI  sought  appellate  review  of  the  trial  court’s 
ruling  on  this  motion.  The  Court  of  Appeal  did  not  address  the  cross- 
appeal. (227  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  1043,  1069.) 
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and  plans  adopted  by  the  City  include  thousands  of  pages  of  specific  and 
detailed  standards  that  dictate  how  the  project  will  be  built  out. 

CSTI  also  claims  the  “amount  and  type  of  information  that  must  be 
presented  to  certify”  a project-level  EIR  is  an  issue  of  first  impression.  (See 
Petition  for  Review  (Petition),  p.  5.)  This  claim  is  false;  cases  involving 
challenges  to  EIRs  almost  invariably  involve  arguments  about  whether  the 
EIR  contains  enough  information.  (E.g.,  Vineyard  Area  Citizens  for 
Responsible  Growth,  Inc.  v.  City  of  Rancho  Cordova  (2007)  40  Cal.4th412 
(“Vineyard”).)  CSTI  is  correct  that  no  case  has  ever  held,  as  a matter  of 
law,  CEQA  required  a program  EIR  and  forbade  a project-level  EIR.  That 
fact  merely  demonstrates  the  lack  of  legal  basis  for  CSTFs  argument.  (Pub. 
Resources  Code,  § 21083.1.) 

Second,  CSTI  argues  that  the  City  should  have  recirculated  the  draft 
EIR  for  another  round  of  public  review  because,  in  comments  on  the  EIR, 
the  Coast  Guard  expressed  concern  that  tall  buildings  on  Treasure  Island 
might  obstruct  Coast  Guard  equipment  used  to  monitor  ship  traffic  on  San 
Francisco  Bay.  CSTI  makes  this  argument  even  though  the  City,  TIDA  and 
TICD,  in  response  to  this  comment,  promptly  sat  down  with  the  Coast 
Guard  to  work  out  a solution,  one  with  which  the  Coast  Guard  expressed 
satisfaction.  The  Petition  posits  a conflict  amongst  published  cases 
regarding  the  standard  of  review  governing  recirculation  claims.  In  fact, 
this  standard  is  well  understood  and  consistently  applied,  and  no  such 
conflict  exists. 

II.  Reasons  Why  the  Petition  for  Review  Should  Be  Denied 

A.  The  Opinion  represents  a straightforward  application  of  the 
rules  governing  the  adequacy  of  a project  EIR.  Review  is 
unwarranted. 

CSTI  argues  the  City  prejudicially  abused  its  discretion  in  preparing 
a project  EIR  instead  of  a program  EIR  because — according  to  CSTI- — 
project  EIRs  are  for  specific,  parcel-based  construction  proposals  and 
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program  EIRs  are  for  “general  matters”  including  policies,  plans,  programs, 
or  ordinances.  (Petition,  p.  3.)  CSTI  also  argues  this  is  a case  of  first 
impression. 

CSTI  is  correct  there  are  no  cases  setting  forth  the  circumstances  in 
which  an  agency  must  prepare  a program  EIR  rather  than  a project  EIR. 
Nothing  in  CEQA,  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  or  case  law  hints  at  such  a rule. 
Rather,  under  CEQA,  a lead  agency  has  broad  discretion  in  deciding  what 
sort  of  EIR  to  prepare.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15160  [lead  agency  “may  use” 
whatever  type  of  EIR  “meet  the  needs”  of  the  “circumstances”].)  The 
“amount  and  type  of  information  that  must  be  presented  to  certify”  a 
project-level  EIR  is  decidedly  not  an  issue  of  first  impression.  (Compare 
Petition,  p.  5.)  Rather,  dozens  of  cases  address  this  very  issue  providing 
effective  guidance  to  agencies  and  project  sponsors.  EIRs  are  reviewed  for 
their  sufficiency  under  the  circumstances,  focusing  on  whether  the  EIR  in 
question  contains  the  information  mandated  by  CEQA.  (CEQA  Guidelines, 
§§  15160, 15120-15132.)  As  explained  below,  the  trial  court  and  the 
appellate  court  concluded  the  EIR  contained  the  requisite- content  to  support 
a project-level  EIR. 

1.  The  Facts. 

The  trial  court  and  Court  of  Appeal  both  reviewed  the  EIR  to 
address  the  specific  challenges  raised  by  CSTI — including  challenges  to  the 
project  description,  and  to  the  EIR’s  analyses  of  hazardous  materials, 
traffic,  cultural  resources,  wind,  and  the  like.  (25  AA:3605-3617;  CSTI, 
supra , 227  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  1052-1068.)  In  each  instance,  both  courts 
found  the  EIR’s  treatment  of  the  matter  was  adequate.  In  particular,  the 
record  shows  there  was  nothing  sketchy  or  preliminary  about  the  project 
approved  by  the  City.  The  project  consists  of  a new,  mixed-use  community, 
including  up  to  8,000  residential  units  (with  at  least  25%  designated  as 
affordable  units);  commercial  and  retail  space;  office  space;  restoration  and 
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re-use  of  historic  buildings;  hotel  rooms;  public  utilities;  parks  and  open 
space;  bike  and  transit  facilities;  updated  infrastructure;  and  a new  Ferry 
Terminal  and  intermodal  Transit  Hub.  (AR:  15461 -15464,  161203-161207, 
163110-163112.)  The  City  approved  a host  of  detailed  plans,  policies,  and 
agreements  spelling  out  in  detail  what  the  project  will  look  like.  They 
include: 

• Amendments  to  the  City’s  General  Plan  and  zoning  code 
creating  a new  Area  Plan  and  Special  Use  District  (SUD). 

The  SUD  establishes  districts  throughout  the  area, 
identifies  permitted  uses,  and  provides  detailed  standards 
applicable  to  development  within  each  district  (AR:2430- 
2485); 

• The  TI  and  YBI  “Design  for  Development”  (D4D), 
implementing  the  SUD,  and  providing  standards  and 
guidelines  regulating  future  development  (AR:8684- 
9017); 

• A Parks  and  Open  Space  Plan,  setting  forth  the  specific 
improvements  provided  in  each  open  space  area,  and  the 
standards  for  those  improvements  (AR:  162980- 163057); 

• A Transportation  Implementation  Plan,  including 
measures  and  strategies  for  safe  and  effective  private 
automobile  transportation  while  prioritizing  walking, 
bicycling,  and  transit  (AR:7578-7730); 

■ A Community  Facilities  Plan  (AR-.155171-155205); 

• A Sustainability  Plan  (AR:  156797-1 56927); 

• A Habitat  Management  Plan  for  YBI,  providing  for 
rehabilitating  and  managing  open  space  and  natural 
habitat  (AR:  15348 1-153595); 

• A Housing  Plan,  providing  detailed  formulae  to  calculate 
the  housing  to  be  made  available  on  TI  and  YBI,  as  well 
as  financing  and  phasing  details  for  the  housing 

(AR:  163296-163450);  and 

• An  amended  and  restated  Base  Closure  Homeless 
Assistance  Agreement  with  the  TIHDI  (AR:7 166-7399). 

All  of  these  documents  provide  detailed  plans  and  standards  spelling 
out  what  the  project  will  look  like.  They  address  issues  large  and  small — 


from  the  City’s  broad  vision  for  the  Project,  to  minutiae  such  as  the  width 
and  location  of  roadways.  The  Area  Plan  includes  16  pages  of  overarching 
goals  and  policies  to  guide  development  (AR:  83 03 6-83 051.)  The  Area 
Plan  states,  in  addition  to  the  controls  set  forth  in  the  Area  Plan, 
development  will  be  “subject  to  the  more  specific  land  use  controls  set  forth 
in  the  [SUD]  and  the  [D4D]  ” (AR:83036.) 

The  SUD  functions  as  the  zoning  code,  establishes  districts,  listing 
permitted  uses,  and  detailing  standards  applicable  within  each  district. 
(AR:243 0-2485),  while  the  D4D  contains  binding,  detailed  standards 
governing  virtually  every  aspect  of  development.  (AR:  166097- 166450.) 

The  D4D  includes,  for  example,  a map  depicting  the  location  of 
open  space  areas  (AR.T66177),  and  standards  and  guidelines  applicable  to 
each.  The  D4D  requires  that  the  “Sports  Park”  include  recreational  fields 
suitable  for  a range  of  sports  and  large  gatherings.  (AR:  166203.)  The  D4D 
shows  the  location  for  the  park,  as  well  as  the  standards  and  guidelines, 
detailing  exactly  what  amenities  will  be  provided.  (AR:  166202- 166203.) 

Similarly,  the  Street  Plan  shows  exactly  where  each  street  will  go. 
(AR:  1662 16.)  Street  dimensions  and  design  are  spelled  out;  among  other 
things,  street  trees  species  and  planting  patterns  are  identified.  (AR:  1662 17- 
166219.)  Palm  Drive,  for  example,  is  a 65-foot  right  of  way,  with  6-foot 
sidewalks  on  either  side;  two  1 1-foot  vehicle  lanes  are  required  in  each 
direction,  as  well  as  two  5-foot  bicycle  lanes.  (AR:  166252.)  The  D4D 
contains  similar  detail  for  every  street  on  TI/YBI.  (E.g.,  AR.T  66253 
[landscaping  specifications  for  Palm  Drive  cross-referencing  master  tree 
list],  166219  [table  listing  trees  designated  for  different  streetscapes, 
including  Palm  Drive  (Category  6)].) 

CSTI  disparages  these  plans  as  merely  “conceptual”  and  argues  the 
actual  configurations  may  vary  from  those  depicted.  (Petition,  pp.  10-11.) 
CSTI  mischaracterizes  the  degree  of  flexibility  afforded  by  the  adopted 
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plans.  For  instance,  CSTI  states:  “The  D4D  expressly  states  that  it  presents 
just  one,  possible  ‘Illustrative  Plan’  of  how  TI  could  potentially  be 
developed  within  the  parameters  of  the  Plan.”  (Petition,  p.  10,  citing 
AR:  1661 19;  see  also  Petition,  p.  13  [“The  D4D  by  its  own  terms  lacks 
“accurate”  and  “stable”  information”].)  In  fact,  the  354-page  D4D  sets  forth 
hundreds  of  detailed  and  binding  standards.  (AR:  166097- 166450.) 

CSTI  cites  to  a handful  of  pictures  in  the  D4D,  each  of  which  is 
presented  as  an  “illustration.”  (Petition,  pp.  10-11,  citing  AR:1661 19 
[Illustrative  Figure  1.1. b],  166216  [Illustrative  Figure  T2.c],  166274- 
166275  [Illustrative  Figure  T4.c],  166202  [Illustrative  Figure  Tl.q].)  CSTI 
quotes  isolated  passages  on  these  figures  to  suggest  that  everything  in  the 
D4D  is  up  for  grabs.  The  suggestion  is  false.  The  standards  set  forth  in  the 
text  are  binding;  they  are  not  illustrative.  The  D4D  identifies  with  precision 
where  buildings  go,  and  contains  20  pages  of  standards  governing  building 
envelopes.  (AR:  166273- 166292.)  These  standards  include,  on  a street-by- 
street basis,  required  setbacks  with  precise  measurements  (e.g., 

AR:  166277),  and  the  locations  and  sizes  of  mandatory  easements,  (e.g., 

AR:  166275.)  Other  standards  govern  building  design.  (AR:  166293- 
166317.)  Still  others  govern  parking  and  access.  (AR:  1663 19- 166326.)  The 
D4D  provides  maximum  heights  for  every  developable  lot  throughout  the 
island.  (E.g.  AR:  166283  [showing  zones  in  which  structures  cannot  exceed 
25’,  40’,  50’,  60’,  65’,  70’,  85’  and  125’,  and  limited  flex  zones,  with  a 
maximum  height  within  those  zones  of  240’,  315’  and  450’].)  Thus,  in  most 
areas,  maximum  building  heights  are  specifically  established.  (AR:  166282 
[“The  height  of  structures  shall  not  exceed  the  applicable  maximum  height 
as  indicated  on  the  Maximum  Height  Plan  (Figure  T4.q).”],  166283.) 

CSTI  argues  the  D4D’s  “flex  zones”  preclude  meaningful  analysis  of 
the  Project’s  impacts  and  that,  for  any  particular  building,  there  are  no 
building  high  limits.  (Petition,  p.  1 1,  citing  AR:8859.)  CSTI  is  wrong.  In 


the  “flex  zones,”  a limited  number  of  buildings  are  allowed  to  be  taller  than 
base  height  limits,  but  all  other  buildings  within  the  flex  zone  must  adhere 
to  the  base  limits.  (AR:  12437.)  The  D4D’s  standards  for  bulk,  massing  and 
building  separation  further  regulate  the  number  and  design  of  taller 
buildings.  (AR166282-166288.)  As  the  EIR  explains: 

The  locations  of  tall  towers  would  be  limited  (and,  as  a result, 
the  number  of  towers  would  be  limited)  by  the  following 
rules  in  the  [D4D]:  (1)  towers  would  be  located  on  the  comer 
lot  of  the  block  adjacent  to  the  linear  park  or  adjacent  open 
space,  with  active  ground  floor  uses  oriented  to  the  open 
space;  (2)  a minimum  distance  of  1 15  feet  would  be  required 
between  adjacent  to  wers;  and  (3)  a clear  view  corridor  of  at 
least  500  feet  from  building  faces  would  be  required  above  85 
feet,  to  be  aligned  to  north-south  avenues  and  extend  in  all 
four  compass  directions  from  the  tower  faces. 

(AR:12437.) 

CSTI  cites  two  pages  in  the  record  purportedly  demonstrating  the 
unknowable  nature  of  the  flex  zones.  (Petition,  p.  1 1,  citing  AR:  166287  and 
12559.)  Page  166287  is  an  illustration  from  the  D4D  showing  how  building 
separation  requirements  will  function;  the  figure  does  not  purport  to  apply 
all  the  rules  governing  building  placement  and  design.  Page  12559  is  from 
the  EIR;  it  depicts  how  the  D4D  dictates  building  heights  and  massing.  The 
figure  represents  a “worst-case  scenario,”  illustrating  the  maximum  visual 
effect  that  could  occur  under  the  D4D,  and  served  as  the  basis  for  analyzing 
the  Project’s  aesthetic  impacts  at  project-level  detail,  an  analysis  which 
included  multiple  visual  simulations.  (AR:  12544-12554.)  CSTI  never 
explained,  at  trial  or  on  appeal,  how  this  analysis  was  inadequate.  {North 
Coast  Rivers  Alliance  v.  Marin  Municipal  Water  Dist.  Bd.  of  Directors 
(2013)  216  Cal.App.4th  614,  624-631  {t(NCRA,,)  [upholding  aesthetic 
analysis  based  on  visual  simulations];  Save  Round  Valley  Alliance  v. 

County  of  Inyo  (2007)  157  Cal.App.4th  1437,  1469  [EIR’s  visual  impact 
analysis  provided  sufficient  basis  for  decision].) 
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Other  plans  provide  even  greater  specificity.  The  Parks  and  Open 
Space  Plan,  for  instance,  provides  details  about  the  19  separate  parks  and 
open  space  areas  included  in  the  Project;  the  plan  specifies  acreages  and 
amenities  for  each  park.  (AR1 62980- 163057.)  For  example,  the  Building  1 
Plaza  Plan  includes  details  such  as  the  location  of  the  water  feature. 

(AR1 63000- 163001.) 2 

CSTI  never  acknowledges  these  facts.  Importantly,  they  illustrate 
why  the  Court  of  Appeal  was  right,  and  why  review  is  unnecessary. 

2.  The  Opinion  properly  applied  well-established  rules 
regarding  the  sufficiency  of  an  EIR. 

CSTI  argues,  no  matter  how  detailed  the  project  description,  or  how 
abundant  the  analysis  in  the  EIR,  CEQA  prohibits  the  City  from  certifying 
a project-level  EIR  for  a project  that  does  not  include  specific  construction 
plans  on  a parcel-by-parcel  basis.  According  to  CSTI,  the  only  appropriate 
EIR  in  those  circumstances  is  a program  EIR.  (Petition,  pp.  5-10.) 

There  is  no  authority  for  this  proposition.  CEQA  itself  refers 
generally  only  to  “environmental  impact  reports”  or  EIRs.  (See,  e.g.,  Pub. 
Resources  Code,  §§  21003,  21061,  21100.)  The  CEQA  Guidelines  identify 
various  types  of  EIRs  that  may  be  useful  to  agencies,  including  Project 
EIRs,  General  Plan  EIRs,  Master  EIRs,  Program  EIRs,  Staged  EIRs, 
Subsequent  EIRs,  and  Supplemental  EIRs.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  §§  15161, 
15162,  15163,  15166,  15167, 15168,  15175-15179.5.)  The  introductory 


2 CSTI  cites  to  the  flexibility  for  the  design  of  the  Sports  Park  as  evidence 
that  the  D4D  is  merely  conceptual  (Petition,  p.  11.)  The  D4D  authorizes 
two  alternative  designs  for  the  park:  a 40-acre  tournament  facility,  or  a 25- 
acre  community  facility.  (AR:  166202- 166203.)  CSTI  cites  no  authority  for 
the  proposition  that  an  EIR  cannot  provide  options;  in  fact,  case  law 
upholds  this  approach.  ( Neighbors  of  Cavitt  Ranch  v.  County  of  Placer 
(2003)  106  Cal.App.4th  1092  [agency  did  not  violate  CEQA  by  analyzing 
two  projects  in  single  EIR;  based  on  that  analysis,  agency  had  adequate 
record  to  approve  one  of  the  projects].) 


section  states  they  are  “examples  of  variations  in  EIRs”  that  are  “tailored  to 
different  situations  and  intended  uses”  but  that  the  variations  “are  not 
exclusive”  and  the  lead  agency  “may  use  other  variations”  to  “meet  the 
needs  of  other  circumstances.”  (Id.,  § 15160.)  Indeed,  the  guideline  for 
Program  EIRs  explains  that  such  an  EIR  “ may  be  prepared”  for  “a  series  of 
actions  that  can  be  characterized  as  one  large  project.”  (Id.,  § 15168,  subd. 
(a)  (emphasis  added).) 

Regardless  of  what  kind  of  EIR  the  agency  chooses  to  prepare,  the 
Guidelines  state  that  the  EIR  must  “meet  the  content  requirements 
discussed  in  Article  9 beginning  with  section  15120,”  such  as  the 
requirement  to  consider  and  discuss  mitigation  measures  and  alternatives. 
(Id.,  §§  15160, 15126.4,  15126.6.)  Thus,  the  CEQA  Guidelines  contain  a 
variety  of  tools  an  agency  “may”  use  at  its  discretion,  provided  the  contents 
of  each  satisfy  CEQA’s  content  requirements.  Beyond  that,  as  the  Court  of 
Appeal  aptly  observed,  “the  ‘fact  that  this  EIR  is  labeled  a “project”  rather 
than  a “program”  EIR  matters  little’  for  purposes  of  its  sufficiency  as  an 
informative  document.  [Citation.]”  (CSTI,  supra,  227  Cal.App.4th  at  p. 
1048.) 

CEQA  Guidelines  section  15166  governs  the  preparation  of  an  EIR 
in  conjunction  with  the  adoption  of  a local  general  plan;  the  section 
illustrates  CEQA’s  focus  on  substance  over  form.  That  section  explains  that 
the  EIR  can  take  a flexible  form,  even  the  form  of  the  general  plan  itself,  so 
long  as  it  meets  specific  content  requirements.  (Id.,  § 15166,  subd.  (a)(1), 
citing  to  Article  9 [Id.,  §§  15120-15132].)  Section  15166,  however, 
contains  no  reference  to  section  15168  or  program  EIRs.  Thus,  even  where 
the  project  is  as  broad  as  a general  plan,  the  lead  agency  has  discretion  to 
decide  what  sort  of  EIR  to  prepare,  so  long  as  the  EIR  satisfies  CEQA’s 
content  requirements. 
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CSTI’s  argument  focuses  on  semantics,  not  on  content.  But  “[i]t  is 
the  substance,  rather  than  the  form,  of  [the  environmental]  document  which 
determines  its  nature  and  validity.  [Citations.]”  {Natural  Resources  Defense 
Council,  Inc.  v.  California  Coastal  Zone  Conservation  Com.  (1976)  57 
Cal.App.3d  76,  91.)  “The  degree  of  specificity  required  in  an  EIR  will 
correspond  to  the  degree  of  specificity  involved  in  the  underlying  activity 
which  is  described  in  the  EIR. . . An  EIR  on  a construction  project  will 
necessarily  be  more  detailed  in  the  specific  effects  of  the  project  than  will 
be  an  EIR  on  the  adoption  of  a local  general  plan. ...”  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 
15146.)  In  that  light,  ‘“the  sufficiency  of  an  EIR  is  to  be  reviewed  in  the 
fight  of  what  is  reasonably  feasible.’”  {San  Diego  Citizenry  Group  v. 

County  of  San  Diego  (2013)  219  Cal.App.4th  1,21,  quoting  CEQA 
Guidelines,  § 15151.)  Thus,  the  question  is  not  whether  a project-level  EIR 
was  appropriate  for  the  Project,  but  instead  whether  the  EIR  addressed  the 
Project’s  environmental  impacts  to  a “degree  of  specificity”  consistent  with 
the  nature  of  the  project.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  §§  15146, 15168,  subd. 

(c)(5).)  That  is  true  regardless  of  whether  the  document  at  issue  is  a 
“program”  or  “project”  EIR.  Again,  CEQA  directs  agencies  and  reviewing 
courts  to  focus  on  substance  over  form.  The  question  is  whether  the  EIR 
provides  “decision  makers  with  sufficient  analysis  to  intelligently  consider 
the  environmental  consequences  of  [the]  project.”  {In  re  Bay-Delta  etc. 
(2008)  43  Cal.4th  1 143, 1 175.)  If  these  requirements  are  met,  the  EIR  is 
legally  sufficient,  regardless  of  whether  it  is  entitled  a “projecf  ’ or  a 
“program”  EIR.  As  explained  in  Friends  of  Mammoth  v.  Town  of  Mammoth 
Lakes  Redevelopment  Agency  (2000)  82  Cal.App.4th  511,  533: 

“Designating  an  EIR  as  a program  EIR  . . . does  not  by  itself 
decrease  the  level  of  analysis  otherwise  required  in  the  EIR. 

‘All  EIR’s  must  cover  the  same  general  content.  (Guidelines, 

§§  15120-15132.)  The  level  of  specificity  of  an  EIR  is 
determined  by  the  nature  of  the  project  and  the  “rale  of 
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reason”  [citation],  rather  than  any  semantic  label  accorded  to 

the  EIR.’” 

(See  also  California  Oak  Foundation  v.  Regents  of  University  of  California 
(2010)  188  Cal.App.4th  227,  271,  fn.  25  [“The  level  of  specificity  of  an 
EIR  is  determined  by  the  nature  of  the  project  and  the  “rule  of  reason” 
[citation],  rather  than  any  semantic  label  accorded  to  the  EIR.”].) 

CSTI  equates  project-level  review  with  parcel-specific  construction 
proposals.  They  are  not  the  same  thing.  CEQA  has  never  mandated  that  an 
EIR  evaluate  site-specific,  detailed,  construction  plans.  Indeed,  such  a 
requirement  would  diminish  CEQA’s  effectiveness,  as  it  would  tend  to 
calcify  proposed  projects  before  environmental  review  has  even  begun. 
(CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15004,  subd.  (b);  Save  Tara  v.  City  of  West 
Hollywood  (2008)  45  Cal.4th  116,  129  [environmental  review  should  be  “as 
early  as  feasible  in  the  planning  process  to  enable  environmental 
considerations  to  influence  project  program”].)  Indeed,  conceptual  or 
illustrative  plans  suffice  for  project-level  review,  so  long  as  they  provide 
sufficient  information  to  enable  the  agency  to  evaluate  the  project’s 
impacts.  ( Dry  Creek  Citizens  Coalition  v.  County  of  Tulare  (1999)  70 
Cal.App.4th  20,  28  [conceptual  plan  sufficed  for  project-level  review, 
noting  that  investing  in  detailed,  engineering  work  tends  to  render  the 
project  less  flexible  and  “amenable  to  modification  to  reflect  environmental 
concerns”];  California  Oak  Foundation  v.  Regents  ofUniv.  of  Cal.  (2010) 
188  Cal.App.4th  227,  269-271  [project  description  need  only  contain 
sufficient  detail  to  allow  analysis  of  potential  environmental  effects  of  the 
proposed  project].) 

CSTI  argues  the  City  had  to  prepare  a program  EIR,  rather  than  a 
project  EIR,  because  the  rules  governing  programmatic  review  ensured  that 
later  approvals  would  receive  greater  scrutiny.  (Petition,  pp.  1 6-24.)  In 
particular,  CSTI  argues  the  City  prepared  a “project  EER”  to  circumvent  the 
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“fair  argument”  standard  of  review  that  would  apply  to  second-tier 
documents  prepared  in  the  wake  of  a program  EIR  to  determine  whether 
subsequent  environmental  review  is  necessary. 3 This  argument  is  based  on 
a flawed  legal  premise.  For  purposes  of  the  standard  of  review,  case  law 
concludes  the  same  substantial  evidence  standard  applies  to  subsequent 
environmental  review,  regardless  of  whether  the  initial  analysis  was  a 
program  or  project  EIR.  (See,  e.g..  Citizens  for  Responsible  Equitable 
Environmental  Development  v.  City  of  San  Diego  Redevelopment  Agency 
(2005)  134  Cal.App.4th  598,  610  [“Once  an  agency  has  prepared  [a 
program]  EIR,  its  decision  not  to  prepare  a supplemental  or  subsequent  EIR 
for  a later  project  is  reviewed  under  the  deferential  substantial  evidence 
standard”  (fin.  omitted)  ];  accord  Latinos  Unidos  deNapa  v.  City  of  Napa 
(2013)  221  Cal.App.4th  192, 201-202  (“ Latinos  Unidos ”)  [substantial 
evidence  standard  applies  in  reviewing  an  agency’s  determination  that  a 
project’s  potential  environmental  impacts  were  adequately  analyzed  in  a 
prior  program  EIR];  Santa  Teresa  Citizen  Action  Group  v.  City  of  San  Jose 
(2003)  114  Cal.App.4th  689,  704  [substantial  evidence  standard  applies 
when  agency  has  already  prepared  program  EIR  and  the  question  is  whether 
implementing  later  phases  of  the  program  will  result  in  new  impacts].) 

CSTI  relies  heavily  on  Sierra  Club  v.  County  of  Sonoma  (1992)  6 
Cal.App.4th  1307,  to  argue,  where  the  agency  prepares  a program  EIR,  the 
fair-argument  standard  applies  to  any  later  proposal.  That  decision, 
however,  held  the  fair  argument  standard  applied  precisely  because  the  later 
proposal  was  outside  the  scope  of,  and  had  not  been  analyzed  in,  the 

3 The  fair-argument  standard  creates  a low  threshold  favoring  future 
environmental  review  and  differs  from  the  deferential  substantial  evidence 
standard  of  review  that  normally  applies.  (See  Sierra  Club  v.  California 
Dept,  of  Forestry  & Fire  Protection  (2007)  150  Cal.App.4th370,  381 
[distinguishing  fair-argument  standard  from  substantial  evidence 
standard].) 
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program  EIR.  (Id.  atpp.  1320-1321;  see  Latinos  Unidos,  supra,  221 
Cal.App.4th  atpp.  201-202  [holding Sierra  Club  endorses  substantial 
evidence  as  the  normal  standard  of  review].) 

In  any  event,  the  obligation  to  conduct  supplemental  review  under 
Public  Resources  section  21166  applies  regardless  of  whether  the  project 
under  consideration  has  undergone  previous,  project-specific  environmental 
review,  or  is  being  carried  out  under  a plan  for  which  the  agency  has 
previously  certified  a program  EIR.  (See  CEQA  Guidelines,  §§  15162, 
15168,  subd.  (c)(2);  see  May  v.  City  of  Milpitas  (2013)  217  Cal.App.4th 
1307,  1326  [“Where  environmental  review  has  been  conducted  through  a 
program  EIR,  CEQA  requires  further  review”  in  the  “limited 
circumstances”  described  in  section  21 166].)  Conversely,  “£[i]f  a program 
EIR  is  sufficiently  comprehensive,  the  lead  agency  may  dispense  with 
further  environmental  review  for  later  activities  within  the  program  that  are 
adequately  covered  in  the  program  EIR.’”  (California  Clean  Energy 
Committee  v.  City  of  Woodland  (2014)  225  Cal.App.4th  173,  200.) 

CSTI  argues  the  City’s  decision  to  prepare  a project  EIR  amounted 
to  an  unlawful  attempt  to  evade  the  possibility  of  future  CEQA  review. 

This  argument  cannot  be  squared  with  the  record.  Here,  the  City  repeatedly 
acknowledged  the  obligation  to  perform  supplemental  review  under  section 
21166  as  further  discretionary  decisions  are  made.  (E.g.,  AR15039-15040 
[EER  describes  circumstances  under  which  supplemental  review  will  be 
performed],  161150-161151  [staff  response  regarding  reuse  of  historic 
buildings],  164697  [development  agreement  acknowledges  supplemental 
review  may  be  required].) 

In  short,  as  the  Court  of  Appeal  aptly  observed: 

CSTI  fails  to  cite  any  authority  supporting  its  argument  that 
the  objective  of  creating  a legally  adequate  EIR  for  this 
Project  could  only  be  accomplished  by  the  use  of  a program 
EIR.  No  such  authority  exists.  Rather,  CSTI  asks  this  Court  to 
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second  guess  the  agency  and  to  convert  a discretionary 
decision  committed  to  the  agency  by  the  Legislature  into  a 
legal  issue  to  be  resolved  by  the  courts.  [Citations.] 

(227  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1049.)  The  Court  was  correct  to  reach  this 
conclusion.  Review  is  unwarranted. 

B.  The  Opinion  properly  applies  established,  uniform  rules 
governing  recirculation  of  a draft  EIR. 

CSTI  argues  review  is  required  to  “secure  uniformity  of  decision” 
(Rules  of  Court,  rule  8.500(b)(1))  regarding  the  rules  governing  when  an 
agency  must  recirculate  a Draft  EIR  for  another  round  of  public  review  and 
comment.  Supreme  Court  review  is  unwarranted.  The  reason  is  simple.  The 
rules  governing  recirculation  are  well  established  and  understood,  and  the 
D Opinion  correctly  applies  them. 

These  rules  derive  from  Public  Resources  Code  section  21092.1, 
which  require  recirculation  when  “significant  new  information”  is  added  to 
D an  EIR.  Two  decades  ago,  the  California  Supreme  Court  issued  a lengthy 

opinion  identifying  what  sort  of  “significant  new  information”  triggers  the 
duty  to  recirculate  a Draft  EIR.  {Laurel  Heights  Improvement  Assn,  of  San 
Francisco  v.  Regents  of  the  University  of  California  (1993)  6 Cal.4th  1112 

p 

(“ Laurel  Heights  IF).)  The  Resources  Agency  subsequently  incorporated 
the  Supreme  Court’s  Laurel  Heights  II  decision  into  the  State  CEQA 
Guidelines.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15088.5.) 

The  Opinion  notes  these  rules  (227  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1063,  citing 
CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15088.5),  and  then  applies  them.  (227  Cal.App.4th  at 
pp.  1064-1065.)  The  Opinion’s  application  of  these  rules  is  entirely  in 
keeping  with  other  case  law  addressing  this  issue. 

CSTI  argues  the  Opinion  erred  in  three  ways.  First,  CSTI  claims  the 
Opinion  did  not  follow  these  rules.  (Petition,  pp.  25-28.)  Second,  CSTI 
9 argues  the  Opinion  showed  improper  deference  to  the  trial  court’s  ruling. 

(Petition,  pp.  28-29.)  Third,  CSTI  argues  the  Opinion  applied  the  wrong 


© 


& 


© 


14 


standard  of  review  to  CSTI’s  recirculation  argument.  (Petition,  pp.  29-32.) 
All  three  of  these  arguments  mischaracterize  the  record,  the  Opinion, 
settled  law,  or  some  combination  of  the  three.  None  of  these  arguments 
warrants  this  Court’s  review. 

1.  The  Facts. 

The  Petition  devotes  scant  attention  to  the  record  evidence 
concerning  the  recirculation  issue.  But  as  in  all  CEQA  cases,  the  record  is 
paramount. 

The  Draft  EIR  recognized  the  Coast  Guard’s  Vessel  Traffic  Service 
(“VTS”)  regulates  ship  traffic  on  San  Francisco  Bay.  (AR:  12422,  12721.) 
The  Draft  EIR  also  stated  the  Coast  Guard  operates  a facility  on  Yerba 
Buena  Island  as  a component  of  this  system.  {Ibid.)  The  EIR  stated  the 

project  sponsors  would  enter  into  an  agreement  with  the  Coast  Guard  with 

c, 

respect  to  construction  schedule,  construction  activities,  and  maintaining 
access  to  the  Coast  Guard  facility.  (AR:  12719.) 

The  Coast  Guard  submitted  a letter  commenting  on  the  EIR,  stating 
buildings  on  Treasure  Island  taller  than  300  feet  could  interfere  with  the 
VTS  system.  The  Coast  Guard’s  letter  then  stated: 

To  resolve  these  issues,  the  USCG  is  prepared  to  work 
with  the  developers  to  identify  appropriate  locations  on 
Treasure  Island  for  additional  USCG  facilities  to  maintain 
direct  radio  and  radar  contact  with  vessels  in  the  navigable 
waters  of  the  Bay.  Any  new  facilities  required  by  the  USCG 
would  be  owned  by  the  USCG,  though  their  construction 
costs  should  be  paid  for  by  the  developer. 

(AR:  15254.)  4 

In  response,  the  City,  TIDA,  and  TICD  met  with  Coast  Guard 
personnel  on  October  29,  2010,  November  5,  2010,  and  January  18,  2011. 


4 According  to  CSTI,  the  Coast  Guard’s  letter  “identified  a new  significant 
environmental  impact.”  (Petition,  p.  25.)  The  Coast  Guard’s  letter  does  not 
contain  such  a statement.  (AR:  15254.) 
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During  these  meetings,  the  Coast  Guard  explained  the  operation  of  the  VTS 
q equipment,  outlined  its  concerns,  and  presented  potential  solutions. 

(AR:  161 1 15.)  Following  the  initial  meeting,  TIDA  and  TICD  conducted 
technical  studies  to  determine  the  heights  above  which  buildings  could 
affect  VTS  operations.  (AR:  161 1 16.)  These  heights  are  shown  in  “Heights 
Requiring  Consultation  Plan”  in  the  Design  for  Development  (D4D) 
(AR:74145.)  The  City,  TIDA,  and  TICD  agreed  to  revise  the  project  to 
require  consultation  with  the  Coast  Guard  to  determine  “whether 
interference  would  occur;  identify  appropriate  modifications  to  any 
proposed  buildings  that  could  cause  interference;  and  require  the  building 
developer  to  make  space  available  and  provide  access  to  the  Coast  Guard  to 
$ place  equipment  on  the  roof  of  the  building,  identify  alternate  locations  on 

Treasure  Island  for  additional  facilities,  or  establish  some  other  similar 
solution,  as  necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  direct  radar  and  radio 
& contact  between  the  VTS  and  vessels  in  the  navigable  waters  of  San 

Francisco  Bay.”  (AR:16857  [Final  EIR];  see  also  AR:74144  [D4D)].)  The 
Final  EIR  describes  the  requirements  to  ensure  continued  VTS  operations: 

To  avoid  potential  visibility  conflicts  with  the  U.S. 

Coast  Guard,  the  proposed  updated  Design  for  Development 
would  include  a formal  consultation  process  between  [TIDA] 
and  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  to  determine  whether  interference 
would  occur;  identify  appropriate  modifications  to  any 
proposed  buildings  that  could  cause  interference;  and  require 
the  building  developer  to  make  space  available  and  provide 
access  to  the  Coast  Guard  to  place  equipment  on  the  roof  of 
the  building,  identify  alternate  locations  on  Treasure  Island 
for  additional  facilities,  or  establish  some  other  similar 
solution,  as  necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  direct 
radar  and  radio  contact  between  the  VTS  and  vessels  in  the 
navigable  waters  of  San  Francisco  Bay. . . . The  project 
sponsors  have  met  with  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  to  develop  the 
requirements  for  the  consultation  process  that  will  be 
included  in  the  proposed  updated  Design  for  Development 
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(AR:  14554.) 5 

In  its  administrative  appeal  of  the  decision  to  certify  the  EIR,  CSTI 
stated  the  City  had  to  recirculate  the  EIR  in  tight  of  the  Coast  Guard’s 
letter.  (AR:  160457,  160460-160461.)  Staff’s  memorandum  on  the  appeal 
noted  that,  based  on  meetings  with  the  Coast  Guard,  the  D4D  was  amended 
to  require  consultation  for  buildings  over  certain  heights.  As  staff 
explained,  “[consultation  prior  to  final  building  design  would  assure  that 
the  Coast  Guard  operations  would  not  be  affected  by  proposed  development 
on  Treasure  Island,  and  therefore  no  impacts  would  occur  to  vessel  safety 
on  the  Bay.”  (AR:161143;  see  also  AR:161 152-161 153  [describing 
consultation  process].) 

As  the  Opinion  notes  (227  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1062),  on  May  25, 

201 1,  the  Coast  Guard  submitted  a letter  recounting  the  consultations  that 
had  occurred,  and  explaining  how  the  Coast  Guard,  TIDA  and  TICD 
determined  the  building  heights  that  would  be  subject  to  the  consultation 
requirement: 

. . . [A]s  VTS  is  in  operation  in  other  port  cities,  we 
recognize  it  is  generally  compatible  with  adjacent  urban  uses 
when  appropriate  steps  are  taken. 

The  [Coast  Guard]  reviewed  and  is  comfortable  with 
the  proposed  consultation  process  which  addressed  the 
concerns  raised  in  our  September  3,  2010  letter.  The  proposed 
dialogue  will  occur  through  designated  City  and  [Coast 
Guard]  liaisons  and  will  allow  VTS  strategies  to  be  developed 
that  reflect  conditions  on  TI  at  any  given  time.  Such  a flexible 
approach  has  been  successfully  used  to  mitigate  the  [Coast 
Guard]  traffic  and  construction  concerns  that  have  arisen 
during  the  ongoing  San  Francisco-Oakland  Bay  Bridge 
Eastern  Span  Seismic  Safety  Project.  Thus,  the  use  of  liaisons 
will  ensure  that  [Coast  Guard]  operations  will  not  be 


5 CSTI  does  not  cite  this  response,  or  the  consultations  with  the  Coast 
Guard  that  preceded  it. 
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significantly  impacted  by  traffic,  congestion  delays,  or 

blockage  of  VTS  signals. 

(AR:  160702;  see  AR:8867-8868  [Board  approval  of  consultation  process, 
as  requested  by  Coast  Guard] .) 

Distilled  to  its  essence,  a fair  reading  of  the  record  is  this:  (1)  the 
City  released  the  Draft  EIR,  (2)  the  Draft  EIR  described  the  Coast  Guard’s 
facilities,  including  the  VTS,  (3)  the  Coast  Guard  submitted  a letter 
expressing  concern  that  the  project’s  taller  buildings  could  interfere  with 
VTS  operations,  and  expressing  willingness  to  work  with  the  City  to 
address  the  problem,  (4)  the  Coast  Guard,  TIDA  and  TICD  met,  exchanged 
data,  and  worked  out  a solution,  (5)  the  solution  called  for  consultations  if 
buildings  were  tall  enough  to  have  the  potential  to  affect  VTS  operations, 
(6)  the  Final  EIR  described  that  solution,  (7)  the  Coast  Guard  stated  it  was 
satisfied,  and  (8)  the  City  included  the  solution  in  its  approval  documents 
for  the  Project. 

In  its  Petition  for  Review,  CSTI  cites  the  Coast  Guard’s  comment 
letter,  and  virtually  ignores  everything  else. 

2.  The  Opinion  properly  applied  the  rules  governing 
recirculation  of  a Draft  EIR. 

CSTI  argues  review  is  warranted  because  the  Opinion  misapplied  the 
rules  governing  recirculation  of  a Draft  EIR.  CSTI  is  wrong. 

“Once  a draft  EIR  has  been  circulated  for  public  review,  CEQA  does 
not  require  any  additional  public  review  of  the  document  before  the  lead 
agency  may  certify  the  EIR  except  in  circumstances  requiring 
recirculation.”  (. NCRA , supra,  216  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  654.)  Recirculation  is 
required  when  a lead  agency  adds  “significant  new  information”  to  the  EIR 
after  the  close  of  the  public  comment  period  but  prior  to  certification  of  the 
final  EIR.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21092.1;  CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15088.5.) 
“New  information  added  to  an  EIR  is  not  ‘significant’  unless  the  EIR  is 
changed  in  a way  that  deprives  the  public  of  a meaningful  opportunity  to 
18 


comment  upon  a substantial  adverse  environmental  effect  of  the  project  or  a 
feasible  way  to  mitigate  or  avoid  such  an  effect  (including  a feasible  project 
alternative)  that  the  project’s  proponents  have  declined  to  implement.” 
(CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15088.5,  subd.  (a).)  “Significant  new  information” 
includes  information  showing  that  “(1)  [a]  new  significant  environmental 
impact  would  result  from  the  project  or  from  a new  mitigation  measure 
proposed  to  be  implemented^]  (2)  [a]  substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of 
an  environmental  impact  would  result  unless  mitigation  measures  are 
adopted  that  reduce  the  impact  to  a level  of  insignificance[;]  (3)  [a]  feasible 
project  alternative  or  mitigation  measure  considerably  different  from  the 
others  previously  analyzed  would  clearly  lessen  the  significant 
environmental  impacts  of  the  project,  but  the  project’s  proponents  decline  to 
adopt  it[;]  [or]  (4)  [t]he  draft  EIR  was  so  fundamentally  and  basically 
inadequate  and  conclusory  in  nature  that  meaningful  public  review  and 
comment  were  precluded.”  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15088.5,  subds.  (a)(1)- 
(a)(4).) 

This  standard  is  “not  intended]  to  promote  endless  rounds  of 
revision  and  recirculation  of  EIRs.”  {Laurel  Heights  II,  supra,  6 Cal.4th  at 
1 132;  NCRA,  supra,  216  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  655.)  Recirculation  has  long 
been  recognized  as  an  “exception,  rather  than  the  general  rule.”  {Mount 
Shasta  Bioregional  Ecology  Center  v.  County  of  Siskiyou  (2012)  210 
Cal.App.4th  184,  221  {“Mount  Shasta”),  review  denied  Jan.  30,  2013.) 

Here,  the  Coast  Guard’s  letter  did  not  trigger  the  duty  to  recirculate 
the  Draft  EIR.  The  Opinion  recounts  these  facts.  (227  Cal.App.4th  at  pp. 
1061-1062.) 

CSTI’s  Petition  for  Review  suggests  the  City  somehow  violated 
CEQA  by  meeting  privately  with  the  Coast  Guard.  (Petition,  pp.  26,  32.) 

The  Court  of  Appeal  rejected  this  argument,  recognizing  “CEQA  allows,  if 
not  encourages,  public  agencies  to  revise  projects  in  light  of  new 
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information  revealed  during  the  CEQA  process.”  (227  Cal.App.4th  at  p. 
1062.)  CSTFs  argument,  if  accepted,  would  discourage  agency  staff  from 
meeting  with  public  agencies,  or  other  persons  or  organizations,  submitting 
comments  on  a Draft  EIR.  CEQA  contains  no  such  prohibition.  In  fact, 
CEQA  makes  clear  the  lead  agency  has  broad  discretion  to  solicit 
information,  particularly  from  agencies  with  expertise  over  issues  relevant 
to  the  project  under  review.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21082.1,  subd.  (b).) 
The  Court  of  Appeal  properly  declined  CSTI’s  invitation  to  erect  a barrier 
where  none  exists.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21083.1.) 

CSTI  criticizes  the  Court  of  Appeal  for  relying  on  “inapposite”  case 
law.  (Petition,  pp.  27-28.)  The  criticism  is  unwarranted.  The  Opinion  cited 
case  law  for  the  longstanding  principle  that  CEQA  should  not  result  in 
sclerosis;  rather,  as  the  Court  of  Appeal  observed,  “the  public  comment 
process  may  reveal  new  and  unforeseen  insights  about  the  project  that  will 
affect  the  final  Project  design”  (227  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1062),  and  the 
agency  should  have  latitude  to  respond  to  such  insights.  The  Opinion  cites 
cases  noting  this  principle  and  providing  examples  of  this  principle  in 
action.  {Ibid.,  citing  County  of  Inyo  v.  City  of  Los  Angeles  (1977)  71 
Cal.App.3d  185,  199  (“ County  of  Inyo”)  [“The  CEQA  reporting  process  is 
not  designed  to  freeze  the  ultimate  proposal  in  the  precise  mold  of  the 
initial  project;  indeed,  new  and  unforeseen  insights  may  emerge  during 
investigation,  evoking  revision  of  the  original  proposal.”];  River  Valley 
Preservation  Project  v.  Metropolitan  Transit  Development  Bd.  (1995)  37 
Cal.App.4th  154,  168,  fn.  11  [“limited”  standard  of  review  concerning 
supplemental  review  consistent  with  principle  that  CEQA  should  not  inhibit 
project  evolution];  Western  Placer  Citizens  for  an  Agriculture  & Rural 
Environment  v.  County  of  Placer  (2006)  144  Cal.App.4th  890,  905 
{‘‘Western  Placer  Citizens ”)  [revisions  to  phasing  plan  for  proposed  gravel 
mine  did  not  trigger  duty  to  recirculate  Draft  EIR  because  changes  were 
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designed  to  reduce  potential  impacts  during  flood  events;  Court  observed 
that  “CEQA  fulfilled  its  purpose”].) 

Many  other  such  cases  support  this  same,  sensible  principle.  Some 
focus  on  the  recirculation  issue.  ( Clover  Valley  Foundation  v.  City  of 
Rocklin  (2011)  197  Cal.App.4th  200, 206,  223  (“ Clover  Valley 
Foundation  ”)  [in  rejecting  argument  that  agency  should  have  recirculated 
Draft  EER,  Court  of  Appeal  describes  evolution  of  project  and  observes: 
“This  is  a case  where  CEQA  worked”  (Footnote  omitted)].)  Some  cite  this 
same  principle  in  other  CEQA  contexts.  ( Dry  Creek  Citizens  Coalition  v. 
County  of  Tulare  (1999)  70  Cal.App.4th  20,  28  [EIR’s  project  description 
may  be  general  and  conceptual,  and  need  not  represent  fully  engineered 
design,  so  that  agency  can  respond  to  environmental  concerns  as  they  arise 
during  review  process].) 

These  cases  recognize,  as  did  the  Opinion,  CEQA  is  not  designed  to 
penalize  an  agency  for  being  flexible.  In  fact,  an  agency  must  respond  to 
concerns  as  they  arise,  by  adjusting  a project  or  developing  mitigation 
measures  as  necessary.  That  a project  evolves  to  address  such  concerns  is 
evidence  of  an  agency  performing  meaningful  environmental  review. 
CSTI’s  argument,  by  contrast,  would  calcify  the  original  proposal  and 
discourage  such  responsiveness  by  requiring  EIR  recirculation  every  time  a 
project  evolves.  That  is  one  reason  the  courts  uniformly  reject  CSTI’s 
argument.  ( Western  Placer  Citizens , supra,  144  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  903-906 
[revision  in  phasing  plan  and  relocation  of  plant  did  not  trigger 
recirculation  because  changes  addressed  erosion  concerns  identified  during 
EIR  process].) 
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3.  The  Opinion  did  not  defer  to  the  trial  court’s  ruling  on 
recirculation;  rather,  the  Court  of  Appeal  independently 
reviewed  the  City’s  record  and  reached  the  same 
conclusion  as  the  trial  court. 

An  appellate  court,  like  the  trial  court,  independently  reviews  the 
agency’s  record.  In  that  sense,  appellate  review  is  de  novo,  in  that  the  Court 
of  Appeal  does  not  defer  to  the  trial  court’s  conclusions  whether  the  agency 
abused  its  discretion.  ( Vineyard , supra,  40  Cal.4th  atp.  435.) 

CSTI  criticizes  the  Opinion  for  improperly  deferring  to  the  trial 
court’s  ruling  on  CSTI’s  recirculation  claim.  (Petition,  p.  28.)  The  criticism 
is  misplaced.  Nothing  in  the  Opinion  suggests  the  Court  of  Appeal  deferred 
to  the  trial  court’s  ruling;  rather,  the  Opinion  simply  recounts  what  the  trial 
court  did  (227  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1063)  and  then  goes  on  to  explain  why  the 
Court  of  Appeal  agreed  with  the  trial  court.  (Id.  at  pp.  1063-1065.) 

The  Court  of  Appeal  did  defer  to  the  City 's  decision  not  to 
recirculate  the  Draft  EIR.  But  such  deference  was  entirely  appropriate; 
indeed,  the  Opinion  cites  abundant  case  law  (including  the  Supreme 
Court’s  decision  in  Laurel  Heights  IT)  holding  such  deference  to  the  agency 
is  warranted.  (Id.  at  pp.  1063-1064,  citing  Laurel  Heights  U,  supra,  6 
Cal.4th  at  p.  1 135;  South  County  Citizens  for  Smart  Growth  v.  County  of 
Nevada  (2013)  221  Cal.App.4th  3 16,  330  (“South  County  Citizens”),  and 
Clover  Valley  Foundation,  supra,  197  Cal.App.4th  atp.  223;  cf.  Citizens 
Against  Airport  Pollution  v.  City  of  San  Jose  (2014)  227  Cal.App.4th  788, 
804-806  [describing  deference  to  which  agency  is  entitled  under  substantial 
evidence  standard  of  review  applicable  to  claim  that  agency  should  have 
prepared  supplemental  EIR].) 
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4.  In  keeping  with  the  Supreme  Court’s  decision  in  Laurel 
Heights  U,  the  Opinion  applied  the  “substantial  evidence” 
standard  of  review  to  CSTI’s  recirculation  claim. 

CSTI  argues  the  Court  of  Appeal  used  the  wrong  standard  of  review. 
According  to  CSTI,  its  recirculation  argument  should  have  been  reviewed 
de  novo,  rather  than  under  the  substantial  evidence  test;  (Petition,  pp.  29- 
32.) 

CSTI  is  wrong.  In  Laurel  Heights  II,  this  Court  unambiguously  ruled 
the  substantial  evidence  test  applies  to  such  claims: 

We  conclude  that  the  substantial  evidence  standard  set 
forth  in  section  21 1 68.5  governs  the  Regents’  decision  not  to 
recirculate  the  EIR  in  this  case. . . It  is  this  standard  of  review 
that  we  apply  to  the  Regents’  determination  that  the  new 
information  in  the  final  EIR  was  not  “significant”  pursuant  to 
section  21092.1. 

( Laurel  Heights  U,  supra,  6 Cal.4th  at  pp.  1 133-1135.) 

The  Resources  Agency  subsequently  added  section  15088.5  to  the 
State  CEQA  Guidelines,  citing  Laurel  Heights  H as  authority.  Section 
15088.5,  subdivision  (e),  states:  “A  decision  not  to  recirculate  an  EIR  must 
be  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the  administrative  record.” 

In  the  years  since  1993,  published  appellate  decisions  have 
addressed  the  recirculation  issue  with  some  regularity.  Some  have  held 
recirculation  should  have  occurred,  others  not.  However,  in  keeping  with 
Laurel  Heights  II,  these  decisions  have  consistently  and  uniformly  applied 
the  substantial  evidence  standard  of  review  to  such  claims.  {South  County 
Citizens,  supra,  221  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  329-330  [“A  determination  whether 
new  information  is  ‘significant’  so  as  to  warrant  recirculation  is  reviewed 
only  for  support  by  substantial  evidence”];  NCRA,  supra,  216  Cal.App.4th 
at  pp.  654-656  [substantial  evidence  supported  agency  determination  that 
addition  of  an  alternative  in  the  final  EIR  did  not  trigger  recirculation]; 
Mount  Shasta,  supra,  210  Cal.App.4th  at  pp.  216-221  [incorporation  of 
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noise  studies  into  final  EIR  did  not  require  recirculation];  Clover  Valley 
Foundation,  supra,  197  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  223  [“We  agree  with  the  trial 
court's  finding  that  substantial  evidence  supported  the  determination  not  to 
recirculate  the  [revised  draft  EIR”];  Silverado  Modjeska  Recreation  and 
Parks  Dist.  v.  County  of  Orange  (2011)  197  Cal.App.4th  282,  307-308 
[upholding  agency’s  decision  not  to  recirculate  EIR];  California  Oak 
Foundation  v.  Regents  of  University  of  California  (2010)  188  Cal.App.4th 
227,  266-268  [inclusion  of  additional  information  on  seismic  hazards  did 
not  require  another  round  of  public  review];  Gray  v.  County  of  Madera 
(2008)  167  Cal. App ,4th  1099,  1120  [county  had  to  recirculate  EIR  because 
no  substantial  evidence  supported  effectiveness  of  revised  mitigation 
measure];  Western  Placer  Citizens,  supra,  144  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  904  [“By 
certifying  the  FEER,  the  Board  necessarily  concluded  the  new  information 
did  not  require  recirculation  and  additional  public  comment.  [Citation.] 
Substantial  evidence  in  the  record  supports  that  determination”]; 

Federation  of Hillside  and  Canyon  Associations  v.  City  of  Los  Angeles 
(2000)  83  Cal.App.4th  1252,  1258,  1266  fh.12;  Chaparral  Greens  v.  City  of 
Chula  Vista  (1996)  50  Cal.App.4th  1134,  1147  [“a  procedural  violation 
cannot  exist  ‘unless  the  [agency’s]  decision  regarding  the  significance  of 
the  new  information  fails  to  pass  muster  under  the  [substantial  evidence] 
standard  of  review”];  Fort  Mojave  Indian  Tribe  v.  Department  of  Health 
Services  (1995)  38  Cal.App.4th  1574,  1604-1606  [designation  of  critical 
habitat  for  endangered  species  did  not  require  recirculation  of  EIR].) 

In  the  face  of  this  overwhelpning  authority,  CSTI  cites  various  cases 
for  the  proposition  that  the  Court  of  Appeal  should  have  reviewed  its 
recirculation  claim  de  novo.  The  cases  cited  by  CSTI  either  followed  the 
substantial  evidence  standard  as  directed  by  Laurel  Heights  II,  or  did  not 
involve  recirculation. 
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First,  Mountain  Lion  Coalition  v.  Fish  & Game  Com.  (1989)  214 
Cal.App.3d  1043  {Mountain  Lion  Coalition ) predates  Laurel  Heights  II.  In 
that  case,  the  trial  court  ordered  the  agency  to  revise  and  recirculate  its 
analysis  of  the  cumulative  impacts  of  regulations  authorizing  hunting  for 
mountain  lions.  The  agency  filed  a return  to  the  trial  court’s  writ,  stating 
that  it  had  complied  with  the  court’s  order.  But  the  agency’s  “compliance” 
consisted  of  a perfunctory,  four-page  analysis.  On  appeal,  the  agency 
argued  its  efforts  should  be  measured  not  by  the  environmental  document 
circulated  for  public  review,  but  by  the  final  document  prepared  after 
review  had  occurred.  The  Court  of  Appeal  disagreed,  stating:  “Given  the 
unambiguous  nature  of  the  [trial]  court’s  order,  the  draft  [environmental 
review  document]  that  was  circulated  to  the  public  to  inform  them  of  the 
environmental  consequences  of  the  proposed  1988  mountain  lion  hunt  was 
woefully  inadequate.”  (214  Cal.App.3d  atp.  1050.)  The  agency’s 
cumulative  impact  analysis  required  public  scrutiny;  the  agency  could  not 
circulate  for  review  a skeletal  draft  document  that  ignored  serious  concerns 
already  pointed  out  to  the  agency,  and  then  attempt  to  cure  those 
deficiencies  in  the  final  document  {Id.  at  pp.  1051-1052.) 

Subsequently,  in  Laurel  Heights  II,  the  Supreme  Court  cited  with 
approval  the  Mountain  Lion  Coalition  decision  for  the  proposition  that 
recirculation  is  required  where  “the  new  information  added  to  an  EIR 
discloses  . . . that  the  draft  EIR  was  so  fundamentally  and  basically 
inadequate  and  conclusory  in  nature  that  public  comment  on  the  draft  was 
in  effect  meaningless  [Citation.]”  (6  Cal.4th  at  p.  1 130.) 

The  Mountain  Lion  Coalition  decision  did  not  identify  the  standard 
of  review  the  court  used  in  reviewing  the  agency’s  actions.  But  the 
Supreme  Court’s  decision  in  Laurel  Heights  II  did;  indeed,  in  Laurel 
Heights  II,  the  Supreme  Court  devoted  an  entire  section  of  its  opinion  to 
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precisely  that  question,  and  concluded  the  “substantial  evidence”  test 
applies.  (6  Cal.4th  at  pp.  1132-1135.) 

Second,  in  Save  Our  Peninsula  Committee  v.  Monterey  County 
Board  of  Supervisors  (2001)  87  Cal.App.4th  99,  the  county  adopted  a 
mitigation  measure  requiring  reduced  groundwater  pumping  on  an  adjacent 
property  in  order  to  offset  the  groundwater  use  of  a proposed  project.  The 
EIR  did  not  analyze  the  impacts  of  offsetting  groundwater  use  in  this 
manner.  The  Court  of  Appeal  held  the  county  had  to  recirculate  an  EIR 
containing  such  an  analysis.  The  Court  did  not  expressly  identify  the 
standard  of  review  it  relied  upon  in  reaching  this  conclusion;  the  Court  did, 
however,  cite  the  Laurel  Heights  //decision,  and  thus  implicitly  applied  the 
substantial  evidence  test.  (87  Cal.App.4th  atpp.  130-131.) 

Third,  Schoen  v.  California  Dept  of  Forestry  and  Fire  Protection 
(1997)  58  Cal.App.4th  556  focused  on  whether  Forest  Practice  Rules 
provided  the  department  with  discretion  to  approve  updated  timber  harvest 
plans  without  requiring  additional  public  review.  The  updated  information 
was  provided  in  response  to  newly  amended  regulations  requiring  analysis 
of  the  cumulative  effects  of  the  plans.  The  department  classified  the 
modifications  as  “minor  deviations”  and  dispensed  with  public  review.  The 
Court  disagreed,  ruling  the  department  abused  its  discretion  when  it 
classified  the  modifications  as  minor,  noting  the  department  had  not 
provided  the  public  with  an  opportunity  to  review  the  analysis  of  the  plan’s 
cumulative  impacts.  (Id.  atpp.  568-576.)  The  Court  distinguished  Laurel 
Heights  II  on  the  ground,  in  this  case,  the  department  had  never  circulated 
the  cumulative  impact  analysis.  (Id.  atpp.  574-575.) 

Fourth,  and  most  notably,  in  Vineyard , supra , 40  Cal.4th  412,  this 
Court  ruled  the  city  had  to  recirculate  an  EIR  to  address  the  risk 
groundwater  pumping  would  degrade  river  habitat  relied  upon  by 
endangered  fish  species.  (40  Cal.4th  at  pp.  447-449.)  However,  in  reaching 
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that  conclusion,  this  Court  expressly  reaffirmed  its  prior  holding  in  Laurel 
Heights  //that  such  a claim  “is  reviewed  only  for  support  by  substantial 
evidence  [Citation].”  (40  Cal.4th  atp.  447.) 

None  of  these  cases  departs  from  the  “substantial  evidence”  test.  At 
most,  these  cases  suggest  an  agency  cannot  circulate  a “woefully 
inadequate”  draft  EIR  and  then  patch  the  holes  in  the  final  EIR  after  the 
public  review  period  is  over.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15088.5,  subd.  (a)(4).) 6 
In  short,  CSTI  attempts  to  conjure  a split  in  authority  where  none  exists. 

In  this  case,  as  the  Opinion  noted,  the  EIR  for  the  Project  did  not 
omit  information  that  the  statute  or  CEQA  Guidelines  require.  There  was 
nothing  skeletal  about  an  analysis  spanning  literally  thousands  of  pages, 
and  embracing  dozens  of  subjects.  On  the  particular  issue  of  potential 
interference  with  operation  of  the  VTS,  as  described  above,  the  Draft  EIR 
noted  the  presence  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  VTS,  and  invited  comment 
from  the  Coast  Guard  (among  many  others).  When  the  Coast  Guard  raised 
its  concern  regarding  the  VTS,  the  City  responded  appropriately  by 
reaching  out  to  the  Coast  Guard  to  determine  whether  its  concerns  could  be 
addressed.  The  final  solution  ensured  there  would  be  no  significant 
environmental  impact.  It  would  be  perverse  indeed  to  adopt  a rule 
discouraging  such  efforts.  The  Opinion  reached  the  right  result. 

IV.  Conclusion 

CSTI  has  failed  to  demonstrate  why  this  Court  should  grant  review. 
There  is  no  authority  for  CSTI’s  “program/projecf  ’ dichotomy,  and  the 
argument  is  ill-considered  given  the  extraordinarily  robust  detail  provided 

6 The  other  cases  cited  by  CSTI  - Association  of  Irritated  Residents  v. 
County  of  Madera  (2003)  107  Cal.App.4th  1383  and  Communities  for  a 
Better  Environment  v.  City  of  Richmond  (2010)  1 84  Cal.  App.4th  79  - did 
not  involve  recirculation  claims.  In  fact,  in  Communities  for  a Better 
Environment , the  Court  expressly  declined  to  reach  the  petitioners’ 
recirculation  argument.  (184  Cal.App.4th  atp.  101.) 
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in  the  EIR  and  project  plans.  The  Court  of  Appeal’s  decision  on  CSTI’s 
recirculation  claim  fits  comfortably  in  the  body  of  case  law  addressing  this 
issue.  The  City,  TIDA,  TICD  and  TIHDI  respectfully  request  that  the 
Supreme  Court  deny  the  Petition  for  Review. 

DATED:  September  8,  2014  SAN  FRANCISCO  OFFICE  OF  CITY 
ATTORNEY 
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By: /s/ 

Andrea  Ruiz-Esquide 

Attorneys  for  Respondents  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO,  et  al. 

REMY  MOOSE  MANLEY,  LLP 

Bv:  L 

Whitman  F.  Manley 

Attorneys  for  Respondent  and  Cross- 
Appellant  TREASURE  ISLAND 
COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT,  INC. 

COX,  CASTLE  & NICHOLSON,  LLP 


Bv:  /s/ 

Andrew  S.  Sabey 

Attorneys  for  Cross-Appellant 
TREASURE  ISLAND  HOMELESS 
DEVELOPMENT  INITIATIVE,  INC. 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  WORD  COUNT 


(Cal.  Rules  of  Court,  Rule  8.504(d)) 


Pursuant  to  Rule  8.504(d)  of  the  California  Rules  of  Court,  I hereby 
certify  that  the  ANSWER  TO  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  contains  8,176 
words,  according  to  the  word  counting  function  of  the  word  processing 
software  used  to  prepare  this  brief. 

Executed  on  September  8,  2014,  at  Sacramento,  California. 
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Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  v. 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

Supreme  Court  Case  No.  S2 12526 

(First  Appellate  District,  Division  Four,  Case  No.  A137828) 

(San  Francisco  County  Superior  Court  Case  No.  CPF  -1 1-511452) 

I,  Angela  Powers,  am  a citizen  of  the  United  States,  employed  in  the 
City  and  County  of  Sacramento.  My  business  address  is  555  Capitol  Mall, 
Suite  800,  Sacramento,  California  95814.  My  email  address  is 
apowers@rmmenvirolaw.com.  I am  over  the  age  of  1 8 years  and  not  a 
party  to  the  above-entitled  action. 

I am  familiar  with  Remy  Moose  Manley,  LLP's  practice  whereby  the 
mail  is  sealed,  given  the  appropriate  postage  and  placed  in  a designated 
mail  collection  area.  Each  day's  mail  is  collected  and  deposited  in  a U.S. 
mailbox  after  the  close  of  each  day's  business. 

On  September  8,  2014, 1 served  the  following: 

ANSWER  TO  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW 

0 On  the  parties  in  this  action  by  causing  a true  copy  thereof  to  be 
placed  in  a sealed  envelope  with  postage  thereon  fully  prepaid  in 
the  designated  area  for  outgoing  mail  addressed  as  follows;  or 

□ On  the  parties  in  this  action  by  causing  a true  copy  thereof  to  be 
delivered  via  Federal  Express  to  the  following  person(s)  or  their 
representative  at  the  address(es)  listed  below;  or 

□ On  the  parties  in  this  action  by  causing  a true  copy  thereof  to  be 
delivered  by  facsimile  machine  number  (916)  443-9017  to  the 
following  person(s)  or  their  representative  at  the  address(es)  and 
facsimile  number(s)  listed  below;  or 

□ On  the  parties  in  this  action  by  causing  a true  copy  thereof  to  be 
electronically  delivered  via  the  internet  to  the  following  person(s) 
or  representative  at  the  address(es)  listed  below: 

SEE  ATTACHED  SERVICE  LIST 

I declare  under  penalty  of  peijury  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and 
correct  and  that  this  Proof  of  Service  was  executed  on  this  8th  day  of 
September,  2014,  at  Sacramento,  California. 
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Angela  Powers 


Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  v. 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

Supreme  Court  Case  No.  S21252 6 

(First  Appellate  District,  Division  Four,  Case  No.  A137828) 

(San  Francisco  County  Superior  Court  Case  No.  CPF  -1 1-511452) 


SERVICE  LIST 


Keith  G.  Wagner,  Attorney  at  Law 
Keith  G.  Wagner,  APC 
129  "C"  St,  Suite  2 
Davis,  CA  95616 

Attorneys  for  Petitioner/Appellant 
Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure 
Island 

Cell  (preferred):  916-709-2308 
Telephone:  916-361-3887 
E-Mail:  kwagner@kgwapc.com 

VIA  U.S.  MAIL 

Andrea  Ruiz-Esquide,  Deputy  City  Attorney 
San  Francisco  City  Attorney’s  Office 
City  Hall  Room  234 

Attorney  for  Respondents 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B,  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4682 
Telephone:  (415)  554-4622 
E-Mail:  Andreaihiz-Esqmde@sfeov.org 

VIA  U.S.  MAIL 

Mary  G.  Murphy 
Neil  H.  Sekhri 

Gibson,  Dunn  & Crutcher,  LLP 
555  Mission,  Suite  3000 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105-2933 

Attorneys  for  Real  Party  in 
Interest/Appellant 
Treasure  Island  Community 
Development,  LLC 

Telephone:  (415)  393-8200 
E-Mail:  mgmurphy@gibsondunn.com 
nsekhri@gibsondunn.com 

VIA  U.S.  MAIL 

Michael  H.  Zischke 
Andrew  B.  Sabey 
R.  Chad  Hales 

Cox  Castle  & Nicholson  LLP 
555  California  Street,  10th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104-1513 

Attorneys  for  Real  Party  in 
Interest/Appellant 
Treasure  Island  Homeless 
Development 
Initiative,  Inc. 

Telephone:  415-262-5100 
E-Mail:  mzischke@coxcastle.com 
aSabey@coxcastle.com 

VIA  U.S.  MAIL 
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Citizens  for  a Sustainable  Treasure  Island  v. 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

O Supreme  Court  Case  No.  S21252 6 

(First  Appellate  District,  Division  Four,  Case  No.  A137828) 

(San  Francisco  County  Superior  Court  Case  No.  CPF  -1 1-511452) 


SERVICE  LIST  (Continued) 

William  J.  White 

Attorneys  for  Respondent  and  Real 

Shute,  Mihaly  & Weinberger  LLP 

Party  in  Interest 

396  Hayes  Street 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

and  Treasure  Island  Development 

pi 

Telephone:  415-552-7272 

Authority 

E-mail:  white@smwlaw.com 

VIA  U.S  MAIL 

Honorable  Teri  L.  Jackson 
Department  503 
SUPERIOR  COURT  FOR  THE 

VIA  U.S.  MAIL 

STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
400  McAllister  Street,  Civil 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

i 

(1  copy) 

Clerk  of  the  Court 

CA  COURT  OF  APPEAL 

First  Appellant  District-Division  4 

VIA  U.S.  MAIL 

350  McAllister  Street 

San  Francisco,  California  94102 

(1  copy) 
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San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

525  GOLDEN  GATE  AVE  7™  Floor.,  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94102*  TEL.  (4 1 5)  554-1 5 1 6 


NOTICE  OF  PLANNED  NATURAL  GAS  SERVICE  INTERRUPTION 

PUC  will  be  installing  new  equipment  and/ or  performing  maintenance  in  your  area.  This  will  help  us 
ensure  reliable  service  to  our  customers.  In  order  to  safely  perform  the  work,  we  will  be  temporarily 
interrupting  your  natural  gas  service.  Although  we  will  do  our  best  to  minimize  the  length  of  the 
service  interruption,  please  be  prepared  to  be  without  service  on  the  following  date  (weather 
permitting)  and  for  the  estimated  time  indicated: 

Date:  Thursday  9/25/14  Time:  8:30am-3:00pm 

AFFECTED  SERVICE  AREAS: 

All  units,  all  buildings  on  Bayside  Drive 


It  is  important  to  note  the  following: 

• If  you  are  a landlord  with  tenant(s)  in  the  area  mentioned  above  and  the  SFPUC  bill  is  in 
your  name,  it  is  your  responsibility  to  notify  the  tenant(s)  of  the  planned  service  interruption. 

• Unsafe  weather  conditions  or  an  unforeseen  emergency  will  force  us  to  cancel  the  work  at 
the  last  minute,  and  we  will  be  unable  to  notify  you  of  the  cancellation.  However,  we  will 
notify  you  of  the  rescheduled  date  and  time. 


We  apologize  for  the  inconvenience  and  thank  you  for  your  patience.  If  you  have  questions  or 
concerns,  please  feel  free  to  contact  us  at  telephone  number  (415)  238-8549 
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Joe  Carlevaris 
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Treasure  & Yerba  Buena 
Islands 

SF  Board  of  Education 

Candidates  Forum 

September  17,  2014,  6pm 

Ship  Shape  Community  Center 
850  Ave.  I,  between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets 
(across  from  XI  Gym) 

Free  & Open  to  All 

Co-Sponsored  by: 

Treasure  Island  Community  (TIC)  & 

TI  Homeless  Development  Initiative  (TIHDI) 


For  more  information  call:  415-274-0311 
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THE  FUTURE  OF  TREASURE  ISLAND 

New  ferry  service  to  San  Francisco?  More  frequent  buses? 
Bike-sharing?  What  would  you  like  to  see  on  Treasure  Island? 
Help  shape  the  future  of  Treasure  Island  by  telling  us  about 
your  travel  patterns,  transit  issues  you  currently  face,  and  the 
new  transit  options  you’d  most  like  to  see  in  the  future. 

Go  online  today  to  participate  in  a brief  island-wide  survey  at: 
www.TIMMA.org. 

This  survey  is  provided  by  the  Treasure  Island  Mobility  Management 
Agency  (TIMMA).  For  more  information,  visit  www.TIMMA.org  or  call 
(415)  593-1655. 

Conteste  una  encuesta  sobre  el  transporte  en  Treasure  Island  en 
www.timma.org.  Llene  la  encuesta  aqux:  http://svy.mk/Zjzaqu 

=f  ^±www. timma. orgM^^iSS # ° 

http://svy.mk/lmOEzwN 


POTENTIAL  TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENTS 

O New  ferry  service 

© Increased  Muni  service 
New  AC  Transit  service 
Free  island-wide  shuttle 

© Bike  share 


© Car  share 


SAN  FRANCISCO  COUNTY  TRANSPORTATION  AUTHORITY 


Fact  Sheet 


Folsom  Street  Off-Ramp 
Realignment  Project 


I New  Traffic 
| Signal  (Peds) 


Future 

Development 
| Site 


The  existing  Folsom  Street  Off-Ramp  from 
Westbound  1-80  (above)  does  not  provide 
a satisfactory  gateway  into  the  pedestrian- 
oriented  neighborhood  envisioned  by  the 
Transbay  Redevelopment  Project.  Rendering 
(left)  shows  the  proposed  ramp  realignment 
and  intersection  improvements. 


Office  of  Investment  and  Infrastructure  (OCII),  successor  agency  to  the 
San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency  (SFRA)  is  sponsoring  modification  of 
the  existing  Fremont/Folsom  Street  off-ramp  from  westbound  1-80  via  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Bridge  to  function  better  as  a gateway  into  a pedestrian- 
oriented  neighborhood  envisioned  by  the  Transbay  Redevelopment  Project. 
As  the  Congestion  Management  Agency  for  the  city,  the  San  Francisco 
County  Transportation  Authority  (SFCTA)  is  implementing  the  project  on 
behalf  of  OCII,  overseeing  both  design  and  construction  of  the  project. 

The  existing  Fremont/Folsom  Street  off-ramp  from  1-80  to  downtown  San 
Francisco  includes  one  ramp  that  descends  to  Fremont  Street  mid-block 
between  Howard  and  Folsom  Streets  at  an  approximately  90-degree  angle 
and  another  ramp  that  descends  in  a diagonal  direction  to  the  intersection 
of  Fremont  and  Folsom  Streets.  The  former  has  been  in  existence  for  many 
years,  and  its  design  facilitates  free  left  turns  to  Fremont  Street  northbound. 

The  Folsom  Street  Off-Ramp  Realignment  Project  will  modify  both  of  these 
ramps  in  order  to  facilitate  better  pedestrian  movement  and  to  improve  the 
pedestrian  environment.  The  modified  off-ramp  terminus  will  be  realigned 
perpendicular  to  Fremont  Street  and  all  existing  right-turn  and  left-turn 
movements  will  be  maintained.  The  new  off-ramp  T-intersection  will  include 
a new  traffic  signal,  which  will  allow  for  new  continuous  sidewalk  and  Class  II 


Project  Schedule 

Date 

Milestone 

Aug  2008 

Environmental 
(Categorical  Exemption) 

Apr  2014 

Complete  Final  Design 

Sep  2014-Mar  2015 

Construction 

Additional  Information 


Visit  the  following  websites  for  additional 
information  on  related  projects: 

• Transbay  Redevelopment  Project: 
www.sfredevelopment.org/index. 
aspx?page=54 

• Transbay  Transit  Center:  transbaycenter.org/ 

Contact  Us: 

• Visit  our  project  web  page  at: 
www.sfcta.org/FolsomRamp 

• Deputy  in  charge:  LeeSaage 
415.522.4812 

• San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority 
1455  Market  Street,  22nd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


bike  lanes  on  the  east  side  of  Fremont  Street.  This  realignment  will  conform 
to  the  planned  development  goals  of  the  Transbay  Redevelopment  Project 
Area. 


Project  Capital  Costs 

Planning  and  Design 
Construction 

TOTAL 


Project  Goals 

• Creating  the  off-ramp  configuration  to  function  better  as  a gateway  into  a 
pedestrian-oriented  neighborhood. 

• Designing  the  off-ramp  terminus  to  balance  the  functional  needs  of 
pedestrians,  bicyclists,  vehicular  traffic,  trucks  and  transit  and  to  allow 
pedestrians  comfortable  access  on  both  sides  of  Fremont  Street. 

• Providing  a new  traffic  signal  at  the  off-ramp  intersection  and 
interconnect  with  adjacent  intersections  to  increase  efficiency. 

• Eliminating  the  Folsom  Street  diagonal  ramp  to  allow  maximum 
development  of  the  Folsom-Fremont  parcel  just  south  of  the  ramp. 

• Allowing  maximum  revenue  from  the  sale  of  the  San  Francisco 
Redevelopment  Block  8 parcel,  located  between  the  off-ramp  and 
Folsom  Street,  following  its  transfer  from  the  California  Department 
of  Transportation  (Caltrans)  to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
(CCSF). 


Funding 

Former  SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
Office  of  Investment  and 
Infrastructure 

TOTAL 


Project  Funding  and  Schedule 

The  total  construction  cost  for  the  proposed  project  is  estimated  at  $2.9 
million,  including  construction  management  and  other  support  services.  In 
June  2014,  the  construction  contract  was  awarded  to  O.C.  Jones  & Sons,  Inc., 
through  a competitive  bid  process.  The  proposed  project  will  be  funded  with 
OCII  funds;  it  will  not  utilize  any  federal  or  state  funds.  O.C.  Jones  & Sons 
was  awarded  the  contract  with  a total  of  38.3%  small  business  participation, 
ensuring  that  small  and  local  businesses  will  benefit  from  the  economic  impact 
of  this  project.  Construction  of  the  proposed  project  is  scheduled  to  begin  in 
September  2014  and  will  take  approximately  seven  months  to  complete.  The 
ramp  will  remain  open  during  construction  to  traffic  heading  to  northbound 
Fremont  Street. 

The  project  area  in  downtown  San 
Francisco.  The  off-ramp  leaves  1-80 
at  the  western  end  of  the  Bay  Bridge 
(lower  right,  not  shown). 


$595,000 

$2,935,000 

$3,530,000 


$230,000 

$3,300,000 

$3,530,000 


SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


TO  MUNI  OPERATIONS  PROFESSIONALS 


ORDER  BULLETIN 


ORDER  BULLETIN 
SPECIAL  EVENTS 


2014-718 


REMEMBER:  SERVICE  IS  OUR  ONLY  BUSINESS 


REVISED  ORDER 

This  Order  supersedes  Bulletin  14-716  with  additional  changes. 
CONSTRUCTION  ALERT:  CAUTION 
TEMPORARY  BUS  STOP  RELOCATION  & REROUTE 
FOLSOM  STREET  OFF-RAMP  RE-ALIGNMENT 
IB:  108-TREASURE  ISLAND 


MONDAY,  SEPTEMBER  22,  2014  AT  11:00PM 
THROUGH 

WEDNESDAY,  DECEMBER  31,  2014 
FOR  ALL  HOURS  OF  SERVICE 

The  San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  (SFCTA)  will  be  re-constructing  the 
Folsom  Street  off-ramp.  This  work  is  scheduled  to  be  completed  in  March  2015. 

A project  fact  sheet  is  included  in  this  order  bulletin.  Operators  and  inspectors  must  refer  to 
this  sheet  regarding  the  project. 

The  108-Treasure  Island  will  be  rerouted  inbound.  The  passenger  drop  off  stop  will  be 
temporarily  relocated  as  detailed  below  for  all  hours  of  service. 

108-LINE  OPERATORS: 

(MON  9/22  AT  1 1 :00PM  THRU  WED  1 2/31  FOR  ALL  HOURS  OF  SERVICE) 

INBOUND:  Via  Regular  route  to  1-80  Folsom/Fremont  off-ramp  to  Fremont,  L-Fremont, 
R-Floward,  R-Beale  to  temporary  drop-off  on  Beale  & Floward,  far  side,  then 
continue  to  mid-block  terminal  on  Beale  between  Howard  & Folsom. 

Stop  Missed:  Main  & Howard,  near  side  stop  island  (drop  off  only) 

Temporary  Stop:  Beale  & Howard,  far  side,  (west  corner,  drop  off  only) 

Note:  Direct  all  patrons  to  Main  and  Howard,  one  block  east  for  Muni  service  to  Market 

OUTBOUND:  No  impacts. 

Use  caution  when. operating  in  the  construction  area. 

Signs  will  be  posted. 

Expiration:  12/31/14 


SAN  FRANCISCO  COUNTY  TRANSPORTATION  AUTHORITY 
YERBA  BUENA  ISLAND  WESTBOUND  RAMPS 
IMPROVEMENT  PROJECT 


SEPTEMBER  2014 


TRAFFIC  ADVISORY: 

NEW  TRAFFIC  CONTROL/STOP  SIGNS  TO  TAKE  EFFECT 
ON  HILLCREST  ROAD  SOON 


What  New  Traffic  Control/STOP  Signs  Will  Be  Added? 

In  order  to  facilitate  construction  of  the  new  Yerba  Buena  Island  Westbound  on  and  off 
ramps  and  provide  additional  safety  to  motorists,  two  new  STOP  signs  will  soon  be 
unveiled  on  Hillcrest  Road  at  the  intersection  of  the  new  FR  Temporary  Road  which 
connects  Hillcrest  Road  with  Forest  Road  (see  map  on  page  2). 

Please  note  the  following  changes  in  traffic  conditions  that  will  take  place  on  Hillcrest 
Road  when  the  new  STOP  signs  are  unveiled: 

• Westbound  and  Eastbound  traffic  on  Hillcrest  Road  will  now  need  to  STOP  at  the 
intersection  of  the  newly  created  FR  Temporary  Road. 

• The  new  FR  Temporary  Road  at  the  intersection  with  Hillcrest  Road  will  open  but 
ONLY  to  vehicles  from  the  United  State  Coast  Guard,  YBI  Ramps  Construction 
Crew  and  Emergency  Vehicles. 

What  Can  You  Expect? 

You  will  notice  newly  unveiled  STOP  signs  on  both  westbound  and  eastbound  Hillcrest 
Road.  These  STOP  signs  will  be  highlighted  with  florescent  orange  flags  to  increase 
motorist’s  attention  to  the  change  in  traffic  conditions.  In  addition,  newly  painted  ‘STOP’ 
bars  will  be  added  to  the  pavement  at  the  intersection  to  highlight  the  new  traffic  directive. 

FR  Temporary  Road  is  not  to  be  used  by  local/through  traffic.  Traffic  monitoring  will  be  in 
effect  to  ensure  that  this  private  road  is  not  utilized  by  unauthorized  vehicles. 

Please  see  Page  2 of  this  flyer  for  a map  for  the  location  of  these  new  STOP  signs. 

For  More  Information 

For  further  information  you  may  e-mail  any  questions/inquiries  to  berger@pbworld.com 
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THE  SAN  FRAN  CISCO-OAK  LAN  D 

BAY  BRIDGE 

S E I S M 1C  SAFETY  P R O J E C T 


A TOLl  AUTHORITY  CALIFORNIA  TRANSPORTATION  COMMISSION 


Public  Announcement 

Closing  the  Eastbound  1-80  Qnramp  from  Yerba  Buena  Island 
5:00  AM  Saturday,  October  04,  2014  to  8:00  PM  Sunday,  October  05,  2014 


♦ The  on-ramp  from  Yerba  Buena  Island  to  East  Bound  1-80  towards  Oakland/East 
Bay  will  be  closed  on  Saturday,  October  04,  2014  from  5:00  AM  to  Sunday, 
October  05,  2014  until  8:00  PM. 

| ♦ ALL  TRAFFIC  TO  EASTBOUND  1-80  FROM  YERBA  BUENA  ISLAND 

MUST  TAKE  THE  ONRAMP  TO  WESTBOUND  1-80  TO  SAN  FRANCISCO. 


Suggested  Detour  Route: 

Motorists  should  enter  westbound  1-80  to  travel  to  San  Francisco,  stay  in  the  left  most 
lane  and  take  the  Harrison  street  off-ramp,  make  a left  onto  Harrison  Street  and  then  a left 
to  get  back  onto  1st  street  on-ramp  to  eastbound  1-80. 

Then,  continue  on  Eastbound  1-80  freeway  towards  Oakland/East  Bay. 

Please  allow  extra  travel  time 


For  more  information,  please  contact  our  public  information  officer,  Leah  Robinson- 
Leach  at  (510)  715-6730. 


**PLEASE,  REMEMBER  TO  SLOW  FOR  THE  CONE  ZONES** 
*THANK  YOU* 


Oracle  Open  World 
Appreciation  Event  10/1/14 
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Bob  Beck,  Treasure  Island 
Director 


Please  be  advised  that  Oracle  Open  World  Appre- 
ciation Event  will  be  held  on  Treasure  Island  On 
Wednesday  October.  1,  2014  As  such,  you  can 
expect  increased  traffic  inbound  and  out  bound  as 
well  as  an  in-  bound  lane  detour  Along  Avenue  of 
the  Palms  between  the  hours  of  2:00PM-  Mid- 
night. Peak  traffic  impact  will  be  between  7:00PM- 
8:30PM,  and  11 :00PM-12:30AM  as  shuttle  busses 
transport  event  attendees  to  and  from  Treasure 
Island.  We  truly  appreciate  your  patience  and  un- 
derstanding during  this  busy  Treasure  Island 
event  season. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  Jack 
Nathanson  at  (415)  274-0688 


9/2/14 


Administration  Building 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Phone:  415-274-0660 
Fax:415-274-0299 
E-mail:  TEDA@sfgov.org 

If  you  wish  to  receive  notices 
and  community  information 
electronically,  please  e-mail 
jack.nathanson@sfgov.org. 
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Entertainment  Commission 


RESIDENTIAL  EVENT  ADVISORY  2014 


Please  be  advised  that  the  private  Oracle  Appreciation  Event  will  be  taking  place  in  Hangar  3 and 
the  parking  lot  adjacent  on  October  1,  2014  from  7pm  - lam.  There  will  be  an  outdoor  stage  in 
the  parking  lot,  and  amplified  sound  will  be  permitted.  The  Entertainment  Commission  staff  will 
be  onsite  during  the  event  to  take  sound  readings  at  Hangar  3 and  the  adjacent  parking  lot.  EC  staff 
will  also  be  taking  sound  readings  at  different  locations  around  the  island.  EC  staff  will  be  working 
with  the  event  sound  engineers  to  help  minimize  the  sound  impact  on  residents.  The  SFPD  will 
also  be  on  site  to  assist. 

Questions  before  the  event,  please  call  the  Entertainment  Commission  at  415-554-7793. 

For  concerns  and  issues  during  the  event,  please  call  415-362-1060. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention 

San  Francisco  Entertainment  Commission 


B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  453 • San  Francisco,  CA.  94102  • (415)  554-6678 -Phone (415)  554-7934 -fax 


1 Dr.  Carlton 
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Introduction 

The  Navy  is  responsible  for  environmental 
investigation  and  cleanup  at  former  Naval 
Station  Treasure  Island.  The  ultimate  goal  of 
this  effort  is  to  prepare  the  land  for  transfer 
to  the  City  of  San  Francisco  for 
redevelopment.  This  fact  sheet  provides  an 
update  on  a recent  radiological  document 
prepared  for  Treasure  Island:  The  Historical 
Radiological  Assessment,  Supplemental 
Technical  Memorandum  (Tech  Memo).  The 
Navy  issued  this  on  July  1,  2014. 


|WHAT  IS  THE  TECH  MEMO? 

The  Tech  Memo  summarizes  two  years  of  research, 
interviews  and  field  investigations  specifically  related 
to  radiological  activity  at  Treasure  Island.  This  Tech 
Memo  is  an  update  to  the  original  Historical 
Radiological  Assessment  document  for  Treasure 
Island  that  was  issued  in  2006.  The  California 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  provided  input  to 
this  document. 

WHAT  INFORMATION  CAN  I FIND  IN  THE 
TECH  MEMO? 

The  Tech  Memo  shows  all  the  areas  of  Treasure 
Island  that  require  further  radiological  investigation. 
These  areas  have  the  potential  for  low-level 
radiological  contamination  or  low-level 
contaminated  objects  (rad)  to  be  present  and  are 
designated  as  “Radiologically  Impacted.”  When  an 
area  of  Treasure  Island  has  been  designated 
“radiologically  impacted”  it  means  that  the  Navy,  in 
consultation  with  State  of  California  regulators, 
Concluded  that  the  area  requires  further 


investigation.  In  these  areas,  the  Navy  will  go  into  the 
field  and  gather  more  data.  It  is  important  to 
understand  that  being  “radiologically  impacted”  does 
not  necessarily  mean  that  the  area  has  rad 
contamination  - only  that  the  Navy  needs  to  conduct 
further  investigation.  A figure  showing  the 
radiologically  impacted  areas  is  on  page  2. 

WHERE  CAN  I GET  THE  TECH  MEMO? 

You  can  download  it  from  the  Navy’s  website,  on  the 
Treasure  Island  page  under  Documents: 
www.bracpmo.navy.mil/brac_bases/california/ 
former_ns_treasure_island/documentS2.html 

You  can  also  review  a hard  copy  on  Treasure  Island  at 
the  Navy  office:  1 Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Suite  161,  or  at 
the  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  Government 
Documents  Room,  100  Larkin  Street,  San  Francisco. 


Copies  of  the  document  available  at  Building  One 


WHAT  AREAS  ARE  DESIGNATED  AS  IMPACTED? 
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The  areas  that  are  designated  as  “radiologically 
impacted”  are  listed  below,  and  can  be  found  on  the 
map  on  page  2.  In  the  Tech  Memo,  this  information  is 
detailed  in  section  6.1.2. 

• Building  3 

• Building  570  area 

• Former  USS  Pandemonium  Sites  I and  II 

• Two  former  salvage  yard  sites 

• Former  soil  and  equipment  staging  area 

• Former  storage  area  that  includes  Sites  30  and  31 
and  the  surrounding  area 

• Building  461  area 

• Building  342  area 

• Selected  sewer  or  storm  lines 


Treasure  Island  Housing  Area,  including: 

0 A former  gyro  compass  repair  shop 
0 Two  rubbish  disposal  areas 
0 Solid  waste  disposal  areas 


NEXT  STEPS 


The  Tech  Memo  identifies  sites  for  further 
investigation  where  more  information  is  needed. 
Work  in  these  areas  is  currently  occurring  or  will 
begin  in  the  near  future.  Updates  on  the 
environmental  restoration  program  at  Treasure 
Island,  are  discussed  at  the  Navy’s  bi-monthly 
Restoration  Advisory  Board  (RAB)  Meetings.  The 
next  advisory  board  meeting  is  Tuesday  October 
21,  2014  at  7:00  p.m.  at  the  Casa  de  la  Vista  on 
Treasure  Island. 


CONTACT 

We  invite  you  to  ask  questions  and  stay  in- 
formed. For  more  information,  contact  a 
member  of  the  cleanup  team: 

Keith  Forman 

Navy  Environmental  Coordinator 

Navy  BRAC  PMO  West 
1 Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Ste.  161 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

keith.s.forman@navy.mil 
(413)  308-1438 


Keith  Forman 
Navy  BRAC  PMO  West 
1 Avenue  of  the  Palms,  Ste.  161 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 


Treasure  Island 

Community  Watch  & Safety  Report 


October  2014  Edition 

Questions,  Comments,  etc?  Send  an  e-mail  to  TICW@outlook.com 


September  Crime  Report 


The  statistics  reported  here  are  for  “calls  for  service”  as 
reported  on  www.crimmapping.com.  This  does  not 
reflect  any  activity  by  the  on-island  security  firm  or  the 
final  determination  by  the  police. 

September  showed  an  increase  in  the  number  of  calls 
for  service  (45  calls)  over  August  (34  calls).  Of  note, 
there  were  significant  increases  in  calls  for  assault/ 
battery  (8)  and  auto  boosts  (12),  and  a decrease  in  calls 
for  burglary  (6)  and  noise  (5)  was  also  reported  (see 
Chart  2). 

As  seen  in  Chart  1 , the  majority  of  auto  boosts  were  in 
the  commercial  area,  while  assault  and  battery  calls  and 
burglary  were  mostly  in  the  residential  area. 

It  should  be  noted  that  burglaries  are  trending  down  over 
time,  while  auto  boosts  are  trending  up  (see  charts  3 
and  4). 

Bayside,  Mariner,  Gateview  Ave,  Avenue  H,  and  Avenue 
B all  reported  burglaries  and  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 
Clipper  Cover  Way,  Bayside,  Gateview,  Avenue  B,  Cali- 
fornia Ave.,  and  Avenue  D reported  auto  boosts 

(Avenue  of  the  Palms  and  400  California  reported 
multiple  auto  break-ins,  so  be  careful  in  these  areas. 

Assaults/Battery  calls  stand  out  for  September,  with 
Reeves,  Mariner,  Chinook  (2),  Sturgeon  (2),  and  Avenue 
H and  D all  reporting  incidents. 


September  Calls  for  Service  (Chart  1) 


B Non-Residentia!  ■ Residential 


August  /September  Calls  for  Service  (Chart  2) 
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3 
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8 

♦ 

Auto  Boos/Strap 

7 

12 

* 

Burglary 

9 

6 

Mr 

Drunk  Driving 

1 

3 

♦ 

Fraud 

2 

♦ 

Grand  Theft 

1 

Mr 

ind  Exposure 

Intox.  Person 

Noise  Nuisance 

8 

5 

V 

Person  w/Knife 

Person  w/Gun 

1 

Mr 

Petty  Theft 

1 

2 

* 

Purse  Snatch 

Robbery 

1 

♦ 

Sexual  Assault 

Stabbing/Cutting 

Stolen  Vehicle 

1 

2 

* 

Strong  Arm  Robery 

Vandalism 

2 

4 

* 

Total 

34 

45 

* 
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STOLEN  VEHICLE 
ROBBERY 
PETTY  THEFT 
NOISE  NUISANCE 
FRAUD 
DRUNK  DRWER 
BURGLARY 
AUTO  BOOST/STRIP 
ASSAULT/BATTERY 


On-Line  Resources 


Crime  Tips 

Crime  Tip:  To  minimize  the  risk  of  car  break  ins 
- always  put  your  valuables  in  the  trunk  of  your  car 
BEFORE  arriving  at  your  destination.  Never  leave 
items  visible  in  your  car. 

An  Ounce  of  Prevention. 

Most  crimes  on  Treasure  Island  are  crimes  of 
opportunity.  Make  your  home  and  yourself  more 
secure: 

• Keep  your  doors  and  windows  locked  and  your 
blinds  drawn,  even  on  the  second  floor. 

• Get  to  know  your  neighbor  - - keep  an  eye  out 
for  each  other’s  safety. 

• Gifts  and  valuables  should  be  kept  out  of  sight 
and  away  from  windows. 

• When  traveling,  ask  a neighbor  to  watch  your 
house.  If  you  have  an  alarm  system,  use  it! 
Only  tell  people  you  know  and  trust  when  you 
plan  to  travel.  Don’t  post  your  plans  on  the  in- 
ternet. 

• Put  timers  on  different  lights  throughout  the 
interior  and  exterior  of  the  house. 

• Please  keep  an  eye  out  for  any  burglars  who 
take  advantage  of  warm  weather  when  most 
houses  are  vulnerable  due  to  open  windows 
and  doors  left  unattended. 

• Become  involved  in  your  Tl  Community  Watch 
- write  to  TICW@outlook.com 


Sideshows:  In  the  Traffic  Safety  Report  conducted  by 
TICW  earlier  this  year  it  was  reported  that  sideshows 
were  occurring  on  the  back  part  of  the  Island.  Several 
residents  have  since  reported  that  they  may  also  be 
occurring  in  the  big  parking  lot  behind  Bliss  Dance  and 
the  surrounding  area. 

Sideshows  originated  in  Oakland  back  in  the  80's.  They 
draw  crowds  from  all  over  the  area  who  come  to  spin 
their  cars,  race,  do  doughnuts,  drive  recklessly,  etc. 

If  you  know  of  any  such  events  please  send  date/time/ 
location  and  a description  to  TICW@outlook.com  or 
call  the  non  emergency  number  (415-553-0123)  while 
they  are  occurring 
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alertsf.org — sign  up  for  free  text-based  notification  sys- 
tem for  San  Francisco 

crimemapping.com  this  is  where  we  get  our  data  on 
current  crime  trends  based  on  calls  for  service. 

facebook.com  Treasure  Island  Residents  — A group 
for  residents  of  Tl  and  YBI 

nextdoor.com  this  is  a social  network  for  residents  who 
live  within  a defined  boundary.  Treasure  Island  and  Yer- 
ba  Buena  Island  have  their  own  sites. 

72hours.org — Develop  your  emergency  preparedness 
plans! 

sf311.org  to  find  out  about  city  services  and  report  prob- 
lems. 

sfsafe.org  Want  to  start  a Neighborhood  Watch  group 
or  learn  about  safety,  this  is  the  place  to  go. 

sftreasurelsland.org  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority  (TIDA) 

Supervisor  Jane  Kim  - 

www.sfbos.org/ 


Community  Groups 


Treasure  Island  Community  Watch  (TICW) 
e-mail:  TICW@Outlook.com  — working  committee  to 
address  crime  and  quality  of  life  issues. 

Tl  NERT — Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team. 
This  is  a working  group  to  encourage  home  grown 
resiliency.  E-mail : ERapaport@aol.com 

Treasure  Island  Community  (TIC)  - community  group 
open  to  all.  e-mail: 

contact@treasureislandcommunity.org 

Treasure  Island  Health  Network  (TIHN) 
e-mail:  tihn2012@ymail.com 


Pocket  Bikes 

Every  summer  and  winter,  residents  on 
Treasure  Island  are  disrupted  by  the 
sounds,  smells,  and  hazards  of  pocket 
bikes  and  gas  powered  scooters. 
Besides  posing  a risk  to  those  that  ride 
them,  cars  on  the  street,  and  the  peace 
of  the  neighborhoods,  they  are  also  illegal  to  ride  any- 
where on  Treasure  Island.  Riders  are  subject  to  being 
fined  and  their  bike  being  impounded. 


NERT  Update 


NERT  and  Loma  Prieta  25 


To  NERT  or  not  to  NERT  that  is  the  question.  Whether 
it’s  nobler  in  the  mind  to  suffer  the  shaking  of  the  earth 
and  sloshing  of  the  water  on  our  island  or  work  as  a 
part  of  a group  of  individuals  that  is  all  about  helping 
ones  neighbor  through  our  Tl  NERT  Team.  We 
members  of  the  Treasure  Island  NERT  Team  are 
meeting  monthly  and  preparing  for  the  BIG  ONE  (that 
of  course  we  hope  will  never  come.) 

We  meet  the  fourth  Sunday  of  the  month  and  go  over 
the  workings  of  a disaster  and  how  are  we  going  to 
help  mitigate  the  disaster,  its  aftermath  and  the 
subsequent  recovery.  We  work  on  our 
preparedness,  the  provisioning  of  NERT  supplies,  train 
on  how  to  run  a disaster  command  post,  and  other 
NERT  related  topics  We  have  gone  to  City  wide  drills 
etc. 

In  September  we  did  our  first  ICS/ICC  drill.  For  those  of 
you  non-NERT’s,  that  stands  for  Incident  Command 
System.  We  do  this  to  practice  working  as  a team,  to 
test  ourselves  on  specific  things  (ike  setting  up  our 
Incident  Command  Post,  and  to  all  around  prepare  us 
to  help  our  neighbors  in  a disaster 

We  would  love  to  see  others  who  have  taken  the  NERT 
course  join  us  as  we  continue  to  prepare  for  what  ever 
might  come  our  way. 

Please  contact  erapaport@aol.com  for  more 
information,  meeting  times  and  locations. 


— Emily  Rapaport 


The  small  but  intrepid  Treasure  Island  Neighborhood 
Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  recently  posted  a 
request  on  Nextdoor  (www.nextdoor.com)  for  some 
supplies  on  our  long  wish  list.  Thank  you  to  residents 
Susan  and  Renato  for  responding  immediately.  Susan 
and  Renato  generously  donated  much-needed  white 
boards,  white  board  supplies,  folding  tables  and  chairs 
to  this  all-volunteer  group.  We  are  so  thankful  to  these 
folks,  and  to  the  online  Nextdoor  forum,  which  enables 
us  to  communicate  our  needs.  The  response  was  so 
quick!  We  still  need  a pop-up  tent  with  sides,  more 
folding  chairs  and  tables,  so  please  contact  Treasure 
Island  NERT  at  erapaport@aol.com  if  you  have  any 
items  you'd  like  to  donate. 

We  believe  in  connection  — 
not  catastrophe... 

October  17  at  5:04pm  will  mark  the  25th  anniversary  of 
the  Loma  Prieta  quake  in  San  Francisco.  Check  out 
www.LP25.org  to  learn  about  all  the  great  festivities 
around  this  commemoration,  which  is  brought  to  you  in 
partnership  among  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  the  American  Red  Cross,  PG&E,  the 
Salvation  Army,  the  City  of  Oakland  and  the  California 
Earthquake  Authority. 

• The  events  will  kick  off  on  Thursday,  October  16  at 
10:16  a.m.  in  Bay  Area  schools  and  companies  with  the 
Great  California  Shakeout.  Participants  will  practice 
DROP,  COVER  and  HOLD  survival  techniques. 

• The  same  evening,  enjoy  cocktails,  dancing  and  an 
earthquake  movie  premiere  at  the  California  Academy  of 
Science  in  Golden  Gate  Park  from  6:00  p.m.  to  10:00 
p.m. 

• On  Friday,  October  17,  The  Exploratorium,  Pier  15 
at  the  Embarcadero  & Green  Streets  in  San  Francisco, 
sponsors  fun  earthquake  preparedness  workshops  for 
the  whole  family  from  noon  to  4 p.m.  The  Exploratorium 
will  open  its  doors  for  FREE  to  the  public  from  4:00  p.m. 
until  7:00  p.m.  The  events  of  the  day  will  culminate  in  a 
Top  Chef  cook-off  sponsored  by  the  Salvation  Army 
using  non-perishable  foods  that  should  be  in  your 
family's  earthquake  and  disaster  preparedness  kits. 

(Are  you  ready?) 

• Also  on  Friday,  from  11:30  a.m.  until  2:00  p.m.  at 
the  Cypress  Freeway  Memorial  Park,  Mandela  Parkway 
and  14th  Street,  Oakland,  there  is  a free  family  event 
with  hands-on  activities  for  all  ages,  fire  trucks, 
interactive  displays,  and  giveaways  for  the  first  100 
attendees. 

® And  last  but  not  least,  Saturday,  October  1 8 is  the 
City-Wide  NERT  drill.  It  will  be  held  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
3:00  p.m.  at  Ft.  Mason's  great  meadow  on  Bay  Street 
near  Octavia.  You  may  only  participate  in  this  drill  if  you 
have  current  NERT  certification.  RSVPs  are  needed  for 
this  drill  at  http://bit.lv/1tLJZi2.  Refreshments  and  lunch 
will  be  provided  to  participants 


— Andrea  McHenry 


Definitions 


Taken  from  the  Uniform  Crime  Reporting  Program  and  Wikipedia  - http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/California_criminaIJa 
Aggravated  Assault/ADW:  Violent  assault/Assault  with  a Deadly  Weapon 
Auto  Boost/Strap:  Car  Break-in 

Calls  for  Service:  calls  for  a police  presence  (both  91 1 and  non-emergency) 

Crime:  In  California,  there  are  three  different  types  of  crimes  and  public  offenses:  (1)  Infractions,  (2)  Misdemeanors, 
and  (3)  Felonies. 

Felony:  A felony  is  a more  serious  crime  that  can  be  punished  by  death  or  imprisonment  in  a state  prison. 

Fraud:  Deception  deliberately  practiced  in  order  to  secure  unfair  or  unlawful  gain 

Grand  Theft:  Unlawful  taking  and  carrying  away  of  the  property  of  another  valued  at  over  $950 

Infractions:  An  infraction  is  a public  offense,  but  not  a crime,  and  is  not  punishable  by  imprisonment.  Any  person 
convicted  of  an  infraction  may  only  be  punished  by  a fine,  removal  and/or  disqualification  from  public  office. 

Larceny:  The  unlawful  taking,  carrying,  leading,  or  riding  away  of  property  from  the  possession  or  constructive  posses- 
sion of  another,  (ex:  bike  thefts,  shoplifting,  etc.) 

Misdemeanor:  Except  where  the  law  specifies  a different  punishment,  a misdemeanor  is  punishable  by  imprisonment  in 
a county  jail  not  exceeding  six  months  and/or  a fine  not  exceeding  one  thousand  dollars. 

Part  One  Crimes:  Felonies  (Criminal  homicide,  forcible  rape,  Robbery,  Aggravated  Assault,  Burglary,  Larceny,  motor 
vehicle  theft,  arson) 

Part  Two  Crimes:  Misdemeanors.  Other  assaults  (simple),  forgery,  counterfeiting,  fraud,  embezzlement,  stolen  property 
( buying,  receiving,  possessing)  vandalism,  weapons  (carrying,  possessing,  etc)  prostitution  & commercial  vice  ; sex  of- 
fensives (except  forcible  rape,  prostitution,  and  commercialized  vice),  drug  abuse  violations,  gambling,  offenses  against 
the  family  and  children,  driving  under  the  influence,  liquor  laws,  drunkenness,  disorderly  conduct,  vagrancy,  runaways 
(persons  under  age  18),  etc. 

Petty  Theft:  Unlawful  taking  and  carrying  away  of  the  property  of  another  valued  less  than.  $950. 

Robbery:  T aking  or  attempting  to  take  something  of  value  by  force  or  threat  of  four  or  putting  the  victim  in  fear. 

Strong  Arm  Robbery:  Using  force  or  threat  of  force  to  commit  a robbery 


TO  REPORT  A CRIME  ON  TREASURE  ISLAND 
ALWAYS  CALL  THE  POLICE  FIRST. 


Meets  the  first  Wednesday  of  each  month. 

6:30pm  - 7:45pm 

The  Shipshape  @ 850  Avenue  I (at  nth  St.  - Treasure  Island) 
TreasurelslandCommunityWatch@Outlook.com 


For  EMERGENCIES  or  For  NON-EMERGENCIES, 

crimes  In  progress  or  suspicious  activity,  dial: 


DIAL  9-1-1  415-553-0123 


I 


Learn  about  community  concerns.  Meet  new  friends. 
Help  us  make  a difference. 


I 


850  Bryant  Street  San  Francisco,  CA.  94103  (415)  553-1373 


Captain  Bill  Roualdes 
September  4,  2014 

Captain’s  Message 

The  most  recent  earthquake  that  hit  the  Bay  Area,  reminds  us  all  to 
be  prepared  for  whatever  may  happen.  Please  take  some  time  to 
look  at  the  SF72.org  web  site  that  has  very  useful  information  to 
make  us  better  prepared  for  any  disaster.  On  August  28,  2014, 
Southern  Station  and  other  units  of  the  department  participated  in 
an  active  shooter  drill  at  100-  1st  Street.  I want  to  thank  John 
Bozeman  of  BOMA  and  all  that  were  involved  for  their  hard  work 
that  made  this  exercise  very  successful. 

Follow  us  on  Twitter:  @SouthernSFPD 

SF  NERT  Program 

The  San  Francisco  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  is  free 
training  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  in  how  to  help  yourself  and  your 
neighbors  prepare  for  and  respond  to  a disaster  by  working  together.  The  20-hour 
training  includes  personal  preparedness,  light  search  and  rescue,  disaster  medicine, 
shutting  off  your  utilities,  and  how  to  participate  as  a member  of  a neighborhood 
response  team.  NERT  also  offers  continuing  training  for  graduates  and  activities  that 
support  building  robust  neighborhood  teams.  For  more  information,  visit  the  NERT 
website  at  http ://sf aov.org/sffdnert , or  contact  Lt.  Erica  Arteseros  at  (415)  970-2022 
or  sffdnert(d)_sfaov.  ora. 

Community  Resources/Information 

> South  of  Market  neighborhood  preparedness:  http://southbeachsafetv.com/ 


Office  of  the  Mayor 

City  & County  of  San  Francisco 


August  25, 2014 


Dear  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  residents. 

Many  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  were  awakened  early  Sunday  morning  by  the  largest 
earthquake  in  the  region  since  the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  nearly  25  years  ago.  While  thankfully, 
San  Francisco  suffered  no  damage,  this  is  a good  opportunity  to  remind  ourselves  that  we  need  to 
be  prepared  before  the  next  earthquake  or  emergency.  Being  prepared  today  will  make  our  City’s, 
recovery  all  the  more  efficient  and  effective,  allowing  us  all  to  get  back  to  business  as  usual, 
faster. 

Let’s  use  this  as  an  opportunity  to  educate  ourselves,  our  friends  and  family,  and  our  employees 
and  coworkers  about  earthquake  preparedness  and  why  it  is  critical  to  making  sure  that  San 
Francisco  is  a resilient  City.  Please  visit  www.sf72.org  to  leam  how  to  get  prepared  for  the  next 
earthquake  and  how  to  connect  with  your  community. 

I also  encourage  everyone  who  lives  or  works  in  San  Francisco  to  take  the  San  Francisco  Fire 
Department’s  free  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  training,  and  register  for 
the  City’s  e-mail  and  text-based  notification  system  wwwAlertSF.org. 

It  is  often  said  that  real  emergencies  look  more  like  people  coming  together  rather  than  cities 
falling  apart.  That  is  why  it  is  important  to  take  steps  now  so  we  are  all  ready  for  the  next 
emergency. 

Let’s  not  wait  until  the  next  disaster;  let’s  be  prepared  today. 

Thank  you. 


Sincerely, 


Edwin  M.  Lee 
Mayor 


1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  200,  San  Francisco,  California  94102-4641 
(415)  554-6141 


Significant  Incidences 


Warrant  Arrest/  Methamphetamine  Offense 
Minna  and  Mary  St,  08.24.2014 

At  1 am  on  Sunday,  the  24th  of  August,  Officers  on  a patrol  car  came  across  a man  riding  his 
bike  without  lights  in  violation  of  the  law.  The  Officers  exited  their  vehicle  and  attempted 
contact  with  the  man  in  question.  The  man  identified  himself  and  a record  check  of  him 
revealed  active  felony  probation  and  warrant  for  his  arrest.  The  man  was  in  possession  of  a 
black  bag  at  the  time  of  being  brought  into  custody  so  a search  of  the  man’s  person  and  his 
belongings  was  done.  The  Officers  found  a hypodermic  needle  with  heroin  as  well  as  a baggie 
of  methamphetamine  and  marijuana  in  his  possession. 

The  man  was  booked  into  County  Jail. 


Terrorist  Threats/Stalking 
800  Block  of  Market  St,  08.19.2014 

Officers  were  responding  to  a scene  of  a fight.  Both  names  of  the  men  fighting  were 
broadcasted  over  the  radio  and  an  Officer  recognized  one  of  the  names  as  a person  wanted  for 
making  criminal  threats  against  his  girlfriend.  Upon  arrival  of  the  Officers  on  scene,  one  of  the 
Officers  recognized  the  man  as  the  same  person  he  saw  on  video  making  criminal  threats.  The 
man  was  also  wearing  the  same  clothing,  at  the  time  of  detention.  The  man  was  brought  to 
Southern  station  and  a records  check  revealed  an  outstanding  warrant  as  well  as  an  active 
probation. 

The  man  was  booked  into  County  Jail  for  verbal  threats,  stalking  and  probation  violation. 

Stay  Away  Order/Probation  Violation 
900  Block  of  Market  St,  08.22.2014 

The  Market  Street  Foot  Beat  Officers  were  working  around  the  area  of  Market  and  Mason  Sts. 
One  of  the  Officers  recognized  a man  from  a prior  arrest  and  conducted  a probation  stop  of  the 
said  person.  The  Officers  asked  Dispatch  to  conduct  a computerized  record  check  on  the  man 
that  revealed  an  active  stay  away  order  from  the  900  block  of  Market  St. 

The  Officers  placed  the  man  under  arrest  without  incident  and  transported  him  to  Southern 
Station. 

Stay  Away  Order/Probation  Violation 
1072  Market  St,  08.23.2014 


Officers  were  out  on  patrol  when  they  spot  a person  they  recognized  as  someone  who  has  an 
active  stay  away  order  from  the  area.  They  conducted  a records  check  to  confirm  the  stay  away 
order  and  determined  that  it  is  still  active.  The  man  was  also  on  active  probation  with  a search 
condition  for  narcotic  sales. 

He  was  transported  to  County  Jail  for  booking. 

Methamphetamine/Opiates/Marijuana  Offense 
100  Block  of  Valencia  St.  08.23.2014 

A Sgt.  and  an  Officer  responded  to  a homeless  related  call  on  the  100  block  of  Valencia  St. 
Upon  arrival  they  were  met  with  a make-shift  shelter  blocking  the  half  of  the  sidewalk.  The 
shelter  was  made  up  of  two  shopping  carts.  The  Officers  approached  the  shelter  and  announced 
themselves  as  the  police  and  requested  the  person  inside  to  exit  the  shelter.  The  person 
complied  with  the  request  and  the  Officers  ran  a record  check  of  the  man  and  found  out  that  he 
was  on  probation  with  a search  condition  from  Alameda  County. 

They  conducted  a search  of  the  man’s  person  and  found  4 tablets  of  Morphine  sulfate,  a 
hypodermic  needle,  a zip  lock  bag  of  marijuana  and  a zip  lock  bag  containing 
methamphetamine.  The  Officers  brought  the  man  to  Southern  station  along  with  his  belongings 
in  the  shelter.  Further  search  yielded  more  narcotics  and  paraphernalia. 

All  evidence  was  booked  into  Southern  station  and  the  man  was  taken  to  County  Jail  1. 


Aggravated  Assault  with  a knife 
Gough  and  Stevenson,  08.23.2014 

The  Patrol  Officers  were  in  their  marked  vehicle  searching  the  area  for  a man,  who  had  earlier 
sliced  another  man’s  hand. 

While  making  the  east  bound  turn  on  Stevenson  from  Gough  Street,  they  saw  the  man  they 
were  searching  for,  sitting  on  the  doorway  of  an  establishment.  They  detained  the  man,  who 
was  still  wearing  a wrist  band  from  SF  jail  with  his  name  on  it.  On  the  ground  next  to  the  man 
was  a pocket  knife,  which  the  Officers  seized  and  later  booked  as  evidence. 

The  Officers  transported  the  man  back  to  the  station  and  ran  a records  check,  they  came  up  with 
an  active  parole  record  for  the  man  in  custody  and  the  man  was  placed  on  hold  at  the  station 
until  the  Officers  were  able  to  track  down  the  victim. 

The  victim,  who  was  a long  time  associate  of  the  man  in  custody,  was  tracked  down  at  Market 
Street.  The  victim  positively  identified  the  suspect.  The  suspect  was  booked  for  the  assault  and 
for  probation  violation. 


Aggravated  Assault 
850  Bryant  Street,  08.19.2014 

Two  Officers  were  walking  into  the  building,  after  parking  their  car,  when  they  noticed  a man 
who  fit  the  description  of  a suspect  depicted  in  the  Department  Crime  Bulletin.  The  Department 
bulletin  stated  to  look  for  a man  who  is  wanted  in  connection  with  an  aggravated  assault  that 
happened  in  the  area  of  3 rd  St  and  Townsend. 

The  Officers  decided  to  approach  the  man  and  asked  for  identification,  the  man  answered  the 
Officers  that  he  knew  what  they  wanted  to  talk  to  him  about  and  that  he  came  to  the  Hall  to  see 
if  he  has  an  active  warrant  for  his  arrest.  The  man  was  taken  into  custody  and  was  walked  into 
Southern  Station. 

The  Officers  contacted  the  Inspector  assigned  to  the  case  and  she  told  them  that  the  man  needed 
to  be  booked  for  the  assault  charges.  The  man  was  read  his  rights  but  he  did  not  want  to  issue  a 
statement.  The  man  was  booked  into  County  Jail  1. 

Grand  Theft  of  a Vehicle/  Evading  a Police  Officer  recklessly 
8th  and  Harrison  St,  08.23.2014 

An  Officer  was  driving  a patrol  vehicle  when  his  attention  was  caught  by  an  Acura  driving  on 
the  farthermost  lane  of  Harrison  St.  The  driver  of  the  car  was  attempting  to  turn  right  a number 
of  times.  Due  to  the  erratic  behavior  of  the  vehicle’s  driver,  the  Officer  requested  dispatch  to 
check  the  car’s  plates.  The  Officer  was  informed  via  radio  that  the  vehicle  was  stolen.  By  that 
time,  both  the  Officer  and  the  stolen  car  were  sitting,  waiting  for  the  red  signal  light  on  8th  St  to 
turn  green.  The  Officer  let  the  stolen  car  get  in  front  of  him  and  then  he  turned  on  his 
emergency  lights  and  sirens.  The  man  in  the  stolen  car  would  not  pull  over,  he  appeared  to  be 
slowing  down  at  some  point  but  gassed  up  and  abruptly  left  the  Officer  at  the  intersection  of  9th 
St,  the  man  nearly  struck  a parked  vehicle  as  he  was  doing  so.  At  this  point  the  Officer  decided 
to  not  pursue  the  vehicle,  however  after  a second;  another  unit  advised  that  the  vehicle  crashed 
at  the  intersection  of  9th  and  Division.  The  driver  was  not  located  on  scene. 

A perimeter  was  established  and  the  Officers  found  a man  hiding  inside  a homeless  man’s  tent. 
The  Officer  who  initially  chased  him  positively  identified  the  man  as  the  person  in  the  stolen 
vehicle. 

The  man  was  placed  under  arrest  and  transported  to  Southern  Station.  A records  check  was 
conducted  and  it  revealed  two  outstanding  warrants  for  the  man’s  arrest. 

The  man  was  booked  into  County  Jail. 


What  is  the  ALERT  Progra 


The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  developed  a 
volunteer  citizen  disaster  preparedness  program.  The 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT)  is 
modeled  after  and  works  in  partnership  with  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department's  Neighborhood  Emergency 
Response  Team  (NERT).  The  ALERT  program  will  train 
members  of  the  public  to  assist  law  enforcement  in  essen- 
tial tasks  after  a major  disaster.  Such  tasks  may  include: 
traffic  control,  foot  patrol  of  business  and  residential  ar- 
eas, and  reporting  criminal  activity.  Volunteers  must  be  at 
least  16  years  of  age  and  live,  work,  or  attend  high  school 
in  San  Francisco. 

Three  steps  to  becoming  an 
ALERT  volunteer: 

1.  Complete  NERT  training  and  receive  certification.  To 
register  for  NERT  training  courses  please  visit 
www.sigov.org/sfnert 

2.  Once  NERT  certified,  forward  a copy  of  your  NERT  ID 
card  to  the  ALERT  program,  sfpdalert@sfgov.org 

3.  After  clearing  a basic  background  check  the  individual 
is  eligible  to  register  for  ALERT  training. 


Important  Dates: 

To  view  upcoming  dates  of 
training  classes,  training  drills, 
and  informational  meetings, 
please  visit  our  webpage,  at 
www.sanfranciscopolice.org 
/alert 


Mark  Hernandez 

ALERT  Program  Coordinator 

San  Francisco  Police  Department 

Training  Division 

350  Amber  Drive 

San  Francisco,  Ca  941  31 

<41  5)401-4615 

sfpdalert@sfgov.org 

www.5anFranciscoPoIice.org/alert 


SAN  FRANCISCO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 


Auxiliary- 


Response 
T earn 

Are  you  someone  who  is 
interested  in  disaster 
preparedness  and  wants  to  help 
out  your  community  while 
working  hand  in  hand  with  law 
enforcement9  Then  the 
ALERT  program  is  for  you1 


Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team 

(ALERT) 


tedtysmart 


yoy-EMERGiycv 
1ST  ORMATlOy 
For  ritm-emeigency  police: 
415-553-0123 

OVLIXE  REPORTING 

Citizens  can  access  the 
service  via  (he  SFPD 
website  at: 

Trtnv.sf-pQlice.org 

Select  the  Online  Reporting 
Icon. 

Citizens  can  make  reports 
for  Harassing  Telephone 
Calls.  Auto  Burglary. 
Graffiti.  Vandalism.  Losl 
Property  and  Theft. 

Additional  types  of  reports 
may  be  added  to  the  system. 

FIRE 

POLICE 

MEDICAL 

EMERGENCY 

DIAL 

9-1-1 


wmv.sf-police.org 


Before  leaving 
your  vehicle: 

Lock  any  items,  bags,  or  packages 
in  your  trunk  before  reaching  your 
destination. 

Remove,  or  hide  from  sight,  small 
items  of  value: 

(Phone,  charging  cords,  camera, 

GPS,  money,  etc.) 

The  best  way  to  prevent  a break  - in 
is  to  leave  your  vehicle  looking 
empty. 

Always  Jock  your  vehicle,  close 
windows  and  sunroof. 

Do  not  hide  spare  keys  in  your 
vehicle,  always  take  your  garage 
opener  with  you. 


415  553  1984 


SOUTHERN  STATION  RESOURCE  LIST 

EMERGENCY 

911 

Non-Emergency 

553-0123 

SFPD  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

575.4444 

SF  Customer  Service  Center 

311 

Southern  Station 

553-1373 

Southern  Station  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

552-4901 

Web  (For  Crime  Stats,  Internet  reports,  etc.) 

www.sfeov.ore/nolice 

Southern  Station  email 

sfbd.southem.stationf2lsfeov.ore 

Southern  Station  Twitter 

@Southemsfpd 

Captain  William  Roualdes 

william.roualdes@sfeov.ore 

Lieutenant  Arran  Pera  (Station  Investigations) 

Arran.Pera@sfgov.org 

Day  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 

553-1373 

Lieutenant  Chuck  Limbert 

Charles.  limbert@sfeov.ore 

Lieutenant  Steve  Mannina 

steven.mannina@sfeov.ore 

Swing  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 

553-1373 

Lieutenant  Dave  Falzon 

dave.  falzon@sfeov.  ore 

Market  Street  Foot  Beats 

553-1373 

Lieutenant  Scott  Heidohrn 

scott.heidohm@sfeov.ore 

Sergeant  Brian  Oliver  and  Sergeant  Ron  Liberta 

brian.oliver@sfeov.ore,  ronald.liberta@sfgov.org 

Southern  Plainclothes  Unit 

Sergeant  Darren  Nocetti 

darren.nocetti@sfeov.ore 

Graffiti  Abatement 

278-9454 

Graffiti  Fax 

278-9456 

Southern  Station  Events 

553-9191 

Sergeant  John  Conway 

i ohn.conwav@sfeov.ore 

Southern  Station  Permits  / Code  Abatement 

553-9192 

Officer  Simon  Chan 

simon.chan@sfgov.org 

Southern  Station-  District  Attorney 

553-1252 

Frank  Carrubba 

Frank.carmbba@sfgov.org 

Deputy  City  Attorney  - Southern  District 

554-3887 

Jennifer  Choi 

jennifer.choi@sfgov.org 

DPW 

695-2020  Dispatch  (24hrs) 

Dept.  Parking  & Traffic 

553-1943 

Quality  of  Life  Liaison/Homeless  Outreach 

553-1373  Officers  Miolanen,  Reyes  and  Toney 

DPH  Air,  Sound  and  Radiation  Program 

415/252-3800 

(Noise  Control  Officer)  415/252-3911 

Entertainment  Commission 

www.sfgov.org/entertainment/4 1 5-554-6678 

SF  SAFE 

553-1984  Allison  Burke 

www.sfsafe.ore 

SF  Homeless  Outreach  Team  (24  hour  dispatch) 

734-4233 

A Message  from  SF  SAFE: 


Watch  streets  become  communities,  and  neighbors  become  friends.  Watch  crime  go  down,  as 
security  goes  up.  Watch  police  become  partners  as  you  join  with  them  in  making  your 
neighborhood  a better  place  to  live. 

Start  a Neighborhood  Watch  on  your  block  and  see  all  these  things  happen! 

SF  SAFE  (Safety  Awareness  for  Everyone)  will  give  you  the  knowledge  and  tools  to  create  a 
stronger,  more  cohesive  and  resilient  community,  and  teach  you  how  to  be  prepared  and 
empowered  at  work,  on  the  streets  or  sidewalks  and  in  your  home. 

Contact  SF  SAFE  at  415-553-1984  or  learn  more  at  www.sfsafe.org 


A Message  from  Community  Boards 

Are  you  having  difficulty  with  someone?  A loud  neighbor?  Disrespectful 
roommate?  Unresponsive  landlord?  Community  Boards’  Neighborhood 
Mediation  Program  can  assist  you  with  quality  of  life  issues  (noise,  parking, 
pets,  graffiti,  maintenance,  etc)  or  relationship  conflicts  (family  members, 
roommates,  landlords,  neighbors,  etc). 

A mediation  is  a confidential  and  voluntary  meeting  where  people  discuss 
difficulties  they  are  having  with  each  other  assisted  by  impartial  third-parties, 
our  mediators.  Our  mediators  are  trained  to  help  people  come  up  with 
workable  and  lasting  solutions.  They  don’t  give  advice  or  make  judgments.  The  goal  is  to  help 
everyone  feel  heard,  understood  and  respected. 

We  offer  our  services  in  English,  Spanish,  Mandarin  and  Cantonese  at  low-  to  no-cost.  No  one  is 
turned  away  for  lack  of  funds.  Contact  Community  Boards  at  (41 5)  920-3820  xl  00  or  learn  more  at 
www.communityboards.org. 


New  Program  from  SF  SAFE 

www.  safebikes.  or 2 

SF  SAFE,  in  partnership  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  launched  a 
new  program  called  SAFE  Bikes.  This  is  a no  cost  bicycle  registry  program  administered  by 
San  Francisco  SAFE.  Anyone  can  register  their  bicycle  by  going  to  www.safebikes.org  and 
clicking  on  the  registration  icon.  SAFE  in  collaboration  with  the  San  Francisco  Bicycle 
Coalition,  and  several  local  businesses  are  undertaking  a citywide  educational  campaign  to 
teach  people  how  to  protect  themselves  against  bike  theft/burglary  by  recommending  locking 
strategies  and  suggesting  theft  prevention  tips. 

The  registration  portion  of  SAFE  Bikes  is  just  beginning  and  can  be  a useful  tool  down  the  road 
if  people  register  their  bicycle.  A Police  Officer  will  be  able  to  identify  a registered  bicycle  on 
the  street  by  the  metallic  sticker  specifically  made  for  this  bicycle  registration  program.  Each 
person  receives  a sticker  when  they  register  their  bicycle.  I encourage  everyone  to  go  to 
www.safebikes.org  and  utilize  this  free  service  offered. 


311  Customer  Service  Center: 


II 


What  is  3117311  is  a toll  free,  NON-EMERGENCY  phone  number  that  the  public  can  call  to  access 
information  about  government  services.  A live  customer  service  representative  will  be  available  24  hours  a day, 
seven  days  a week,  and  365  days  a year.  The  service  is  available  to  both  wired  and  wireless  customers.  Wireless 
customers  should  call  (415)  701-231 1.  31 1 employees  will  be  able  to  provide  translations  services  in  more  than 
145  languages  and  dialects  and  will  employ  a diverse  staff  of  customer  service  representatives.  Additionally, 

3 1 1 are  set  up  to  accept  calls  from  the  hearing  impaired  by  utilizing  a TTY  System. 

*311  will  also  take  police  reports  if  you  DO  NOT  have  any  suspect  description  and  the  crime  is  not  in  progress. 
After  meeting  these  conditions  these  are  the  reports  3 1 1 will  take:  Harassing  phone  calls,  vehicle  break  in, 
vehicle  tampering,  lost  property,  theft,  and  vandalism/graffiti  reports. 

COMMUNITY  INVOL  VEMENT  OPPORTUNITIES 


SF  NERT  Program 

The  San  Francisco  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  is  free 
training  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  in  how  to  help  yourself  and  your 
neighbors  prepare  for  and  respond  to  a disaster  by  working  together.  The  20-hour 
training  includes  personal  preparedness,  light  search  and  rescue,  disaster  medicine, 
shutting  off  your  utilities,  and  how  to  participate  as  a member  of  a neighborhood 
response  team.  NERT  also  offers  continuing  training  for  graduates  and  activities  that 
support  building  robust  neighborhood  teams.  For  more  information,  visit  the  NERT 
website  at  http ://sf aov.org/sffdnert . or  contact  Lt.  Erica  Arteseros  at  (415)  970-2022 
or  sffdnert(a)_sfaov.  ora. 

Community  Resources/Information 

> South  of  Market  neighborhood  preparedness:  http://southbeachsafety.com/ 


n 
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SAM  FRANCISCO  FIRE  DEPARTMENT  offers  FREE  Neighborhood 
Emergency  Response  Team  Training 

S The  goal  of  tins  program  is  to  help  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco  to  be  self  sufficient  in  a major  disaster  sit- 
™ ration  by  developing  multi-functional:  teams,  cross  trained  in  basic  emergency  skills.  Through  this  program, 
individuals  will  lorn  hour  to  help  tbanselves  awl  their  loved  ones  prepare  for  and  better  respond  in  a disaster. 

The  training  includes  preparedness  training  as  well  as  bands -on  disaster  skills. 

Subject  to  change;  check  the  NFRT  website  for  the  most  current  schedule.  Register  on  EvHvtfarite: 
htto^/sffdnerlceventfarite.cDm/  or  cal  (41 5J970-2D24 


Bernal  Heights 

St  Kevin  Church,  D“Ma!iey  Hail 
702  Cmtiand  Aye 
Tuesdays,  6:3f(pni 
June  10:  Class  1 
June  77:  Cl  ass  2 
June  24:  Class  3 
July  1:  Class  4 
July  3:  Clings  5 
July  TS:  Class  6 

Nab  Hill 

St  Francis  Memorial  Hasp. 

900  Hyde  Street 
Thursdays,  6cJ0pm 

June  79:Oass  I 
June  26:  Class  2 
July  3:  Class  3 
July  ID:  Class  4 
July  17:  Class  5 
July  24:  Class  6 

PofcreroHil 
St  Teresa’s  Church 
19th  St  and  Connectio*  St 
Wednesdays,  63Dpm 
July  16:  Class  1 
July  23:  Class  2 
July  30:  Class  3 
August  6:  Class  4 
August  13:  Class  5 
August  20:  Class  6 

More  classes  are  added  to  the  website 
as  they  are  confirmed 


Flil  NEBT  Training  Course  OtA&ie: 
Class  Session  #1__ 

Earth  quake  Awareness,  Preparedness, 
and  F!  aesrd  Mitigation 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  #2_ 

Types  of  Fire,  Hazardous  Materials, 
Utilities  Shut-offs, 
TaiDiiaii  Awareness 
3.5Sirs 

Clas  Session  #3_ 

Disaster  Medicine 
3 his 

Class  Session  #4_ 

Light  Search  and  Rescue 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  #5_. 

Emergency  Team  Organization, 
Diraster  Psychology 
3 his 

Class  Session  # 6_ 

H antis -On  Application,  Course  review, 
and  graduation 
3.5hrs 


•Jltotie:  ft  is  important  for  participants 


day 


the  fiiD  scape  and  benefit  of  the  train- 
ing. Wew  students  may  not  fain  after 
session  2 of  the  six-week  doss 
2 of  the  intensive  and  3-day  sessions. 
fifefce-pps  may  he  approved. 

A certificate  may  be  issued. 


Personal  Heatfiness  Woutehop 
ST  HEADY! 

5FFD  HBtTand  5F  SAFE  {visafe-orE]  want 
you  to  have  sidles  to  be  prepared  for  emer- 
gencies big  or  small,  and  know  yow  neigh- 
bors to  maximize  reattency  after  dirader. 

t Risk  Awareness  * WERT  Overview 

♦ Disaster  t Omuiuinity, 

Supplies  Nock  by  block 

* Personal/  w/SAFE 

Fairaly 

Disaster  nan 


Wednesday  June  4,  2014 
Supervisor  Malta  Cohen  hosts 
Suimydaie  Community  Center 
1654  Sunrydaie  Ave 

Wednesday  June  11 
Supervisor  Eric  Alar  hosts 
Richmond  Library 
351  9“  Ave  @ Clemen!  Sf 


'J 


Open  to  th^Phbiic  - Activities  foTTdds 


Free  Admission  for  AH 


Police  Motorcycle  Skills 
Competition 

Saturday,  September  6,  2014 

8:00am  - 5:00pm 

-Piers  30  & 32  - 


599  The  Embarcadero,  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 

m 


sa 


m 

I 

I 


| Participants  Contact: 

Off.  Steve  Lee 
5fpdmotorcycles@gmaii.com 
415.2648023 


Sponsors  Contact: 

Off.  Walt  Miranda 
waitermsranda444@hotm3il.com  | 

650.740.9649 


All  proceeds  to  benefit  www.sfpal.org 


wm 


t www.SanFranciscoPolice.org/IVlotorcycles 


I 


850  Bryant  Street  San  Francisco,  CA.  94103  (415)  553-1373 


Captain  Bill  Roualdes 
September  22,  2014 
Captain’s  Message 

I hope  everyone  had  a great  weekend,  with  the  official  end  of 
summer.  I want  to  thank  all  of  those  who  attended  my  last 
community  meeting  on  September  17,  which  was  held  at  the  Red 
Cross  building  on  Market  Street. 

Although  the  meeting  was  more  focused  on  the  issues  surrounding 
the  skate  park  at  Duboce  and  Valencia,  this  was  by  far  the  most 
attended  community  meeting.  I strongly  urge  everyone  to  make  an 
attempt  to  attend  Southern  Stations  monthly  community  meeting 
(third  Wednesday  of  the  month),  so  that  you’re  concerns  and  those 
of  your  neighbors  are  heard. 

We  cannot  succeed  in  dealing  with  issues  concerning  your 
neighborhoods  without  your  support. 

We  talked  about  ways  to  better  educate  those  that  use  the  skate 
park,  so  that  they  are  familiar  with  the  issues  that  affect  the 
community. 


Follow  us  on  Twitter:  @$outhernSFPD 


Significant  Incidences 


Attempted  Robbery,  Suspect  Arrested 
11th  and  Howard,  09.04.2014 

At  1:30  in  the  afternoon,  Thursday,  the  4th  of  September,  Officers  on  patrol  were  shown  a 
picture  of  a person  wanted  for  outstanding  warrants;  this  person  tried  to  rob  a 15  year  old  girl  a 
few  days  prior  and  was  harassing  her  repeatedly  as  she  was  walking  to  her  father’s  job. 

The  man’s  picture  was  familiar  with  one  of  the  Officers  working  that  day  because  he  has  had 
prior  contacts  with  the  suspect  before.  As  they  drove  around  their  sectors,  the  above  mentioned 
Officer  and  his  partner  came  across  the  man  sitting  in  front  of  a business  at  Folsom  St.  The 
Officers  confirmed  his  identity  by  running  his  records;  his  clothing  was  the  same  description  of 
what  the  suspect  was  wearing  when  the  incident  happened. 

The  man  was  taken  to  Southern  Station  and  booked  for  his  outstanding  warrants. 


Unlawful  Entry  to  a Hotel,  Arrest  for  Receiving  Stolen  Property 
1000  Block  of  Market  St,  09.04.2014 

A hotel  guest  came  back  to  her  room  and  found  an  unknown  female  in  it.  The  trespasser 
hurriedly  left  the  room  before  the  guest  could  fully  get  over  the  shock  of  what  she  just  saw. 
After  taking  a quick  inventory  of  her  possessions,  the  hotel  guest  realized  that  a few  of  her 
clothing  items  and  some  cash  were  missing.  She  immediately  went  downstairs  and  reported  the 
crime  to  the  manager.  SFPD  Officers  responded  to  the  scene,  they  were  advised  that  no  one  of 
the  trespasser’s  description  walked  out  of  the  front  door.  The  Officers  determined  that  the 
trespasser  might  be  hiding  in  one  of  the  fire  escape  areas,  so  they  conducted  a thorough  search 
and  located  the  person.  The  victim  identified  the  trespasser  as  the  person  who  was  in  her  room. 

The  Officers  searched  the  woman’s  possessions  for  the  victim’s  property  to  no  avail.  They  did 
find,  however,  several  phone  chargers,  cell  phones,  credit  cards  with  different  names  on  them, 
jewelry,  keys,  computer  wires,  check  books  and  burglary  tools. 

The  Officers  ran  a computer  check  for  the  names  on  the  credit  card  to  track  them  down  and 
verify  the  items  were  stolen  to  no  avail.  A name  on  the  check  book,  however,  was  searchable  on 
the  computer  and  contact  information  for  that  person  was  available.  The  Officers  contacted  the 
person  and  confirmed  the  identity  of  the  trespasser,  who  was  staying  with  her.  The  person  also 
noted  that  a few  of  her  belongings  are  now  missing,  those  items  were  located  in  the  trespassers 
bag. 


A records  check  of  the  trespasser  came  back  to  an  active  CDC  parole.  She  was  booked  at 
County  Jail  and  all  items  recovered  were  booked  and  retained  at  Southern  for  further 
investigation. 

Auto-Boosting,  Possession  of  Stolen  Property 
400  Block  of  9th  St,  09.09.2014 

Officers  were  dispatched  to  a call  regarding  a man  who  just  broke  into  a vehicle.  The  911  caller 
gave  a good  description  of  the  suspect.  The  Officers  responded  to  the  scene  and  did  a search  of 
the  area  and  was  able  to  locate  someone  fitting  the  description  hiding  behind  a tree  on  a small 
hill  next  to  the  9th  street  freeway  exit.  The  man  was  rummaging  through  some  items  lying  under 
the  tree,  when  he  looked  up  and  saw  the  Officer  approaching  him;  he  flung  away  some 
women’s  underwear  and  pearls.  The  Officer  detained  the  man  and  located  a black  suitcase  along 
with  some  women’s  clothing  strewn  around  it. 

In  the  meantime,  the  Officers  were  able  to  locate  the  91 1 caller  so  that  the  person  could  identify 
the  suspect  as  the  person  that  was  observed  breaking  into  the  car.  The  911  caller  positively 
identified  the  suspect  and  the  suspect  was  searched.  A glass  pipe  used  to  ingest  meth  was  found 
in  his  possession  along  with  methamphetamine. 

The  Officers  also  located  the  owner  of  the  suitcase  via  the  luggage  tag  attached  to  it.  All  items 
were  identified  by  the  owner  as  hers  and  they  were  returned. 

The  Officers  ran  a computer  check  of  the  suspect  and  found  out  that  he  was  on  probation,  the 
suspect  was  then  booked  into  County  Jail  #1. 


Bicycle  Theft  Arrest 
700  Block  of  Market  St,  09.04.2014 

An  Officer  was  working  on  a fixed  post  assignment  at  the  700  Block  of  Market  St.  when  he 
observed  a man  walk  up  to  a bike  locked  to  a bike  rack  on  the  sidewalk.  The  Officer  watched 
as  the  man  stood  next  to  a red/white  bicycle  and  begins  to  aggressively  pull  at  the  lock  on  the 
bike.  The  man  then  reached  down,  pulled  up  the  bike  lock  and  shoved  it  into  his  backpack;  the 
Officer  observed  that  the  lock  has  been  cut.  The  Officer  began  to  walk  towards  the  thief  s 
direction  and  proceeded  to  call  out  after  the  man  who  ignored  him  and  started  to  ride  away.  As 
the  man  was  riding  away  the  Officer  started  running  after  him  and  was  able  to  grab  the  man’s 
backpack.  The  Officer  was  able  to  detain  the  man  with  no  further  incident.  The  Officer  searched 
him  and  found  a bolt  cutter  in  the  pocket  of  his  backpack. 

A records  check  of  the  man  was  done  and  it  revealed  an  outstanding  warrant  for  his  arrest,  he 
was  handcuffed  and  was  transported  by  two  other  Officers  to  Southern  Station. 
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While  completing  the  arrest,  a citizen  approached  the  Officer  and  informed  the  Officer  that  the 
bike  was  his.  The  citizen  produced  a bike  lock  key  that  fit  the  lock  that  was  cut  from  the  bike. 
The  victim  had  very  limited  English  so  the  Officer  did  his  best  to  communicate  adequately. 

The  bike  was  returned  to  the  owner  and  the  suspect  was  booked  at  Southern  Station. 

Warrant  Arrest 
8th  and  Tehama,  09.05.2014 

Southern  Station  Officers  were  on  patrol  when  they  observed  a man  riding  his  bicycle  on  the 
sidewalk.  This  man  had  prior  contacts  with  the  law  and  is  known  to  be  on  probation  for 
burglary.  The  Officers  ran  a records  check  on  him  and  it  revealed  four  outstanding  warrants  for 
the  man’s  arrest. 

They  stopped  the  man,  placed  him  in  handcuffs  and  was  searched.. 

The  man  was  booked  into  County  Jail  #1 . 


Possession  of  Meth  and  Cocaine  Arrest 
6th  and  Jessie,  09.04.2014 

An  Officer  was  exiting  the  Public  Safety  Hub  on  6th  St  when  he  observed  a man  placing  pea- 
sized rocks  of  suspected  cocaine  into  a pill  container.  The  Officer  stepped  towards  the  man  and 
told  him  to  hand  over  the  illegal  substance.  The  man  threw  it  directly  at  the  Officer  but  the 
officer  was  able  to  grab  the  man’s  arm  and  detain  him.  The  man  stopped  resisting  soon  after  and 
he  was  placed  in  handcuffs. 
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The  Officer  bagged  the  evidence  and  was  able  to  determine  that  some  of  the  substance  in  the 
pill  container  had  the  appearance,  of  cocaine  and  meth.  Another  Officer  responded  to  the  scene 
and  helped  transport  the  suspect  to  Southern  Station. 


While  conducting  a test  to  determine  exactly  what  the  substance  in  the  pill  container  was,  the 
Officer  found  out  that  the  man  had  replica  or  “bunk”  substance  which  was  used  by  some  dealers 
to  trick  unsuspecting  customers. 

The  man  was  then  released  from  custody  pending  further  investigation. 
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Arrest  for  Carrying  a Concealed  weapon  with  prior  Felony  Conviction 
Unit  Block  of  Jones  St,  09.09.2014 

The  Officers  were  patrolling  Hallidie  Plaza  when  the  bumped  into  a man  who  told  them  that  he 
had  no  warrants  and  that  he  knew  his  rights.  Being  a consensual  encounter,  the  Officer 
continued  walking  their  beat  while  the  man  walked  away  from  them. 

Thirty  minutes  later  they  observed  the  same  man  on  the  high  crime  area  of  Jones  St.  As  soon  as 
the  man  made  eye  contact  with  the  Officers,  he  started  walking  away  towards  Golden  Gate.  As 
they  got  closer  to  the  man  the  Officers  started  to  smell  the  odor  of  marijuana,  they  also  noticed  a 
baggie  with  marijuana,  in  the  man’s  front  jacket  pocket. 

The  Officers  then  made  contact  with  the  man  and  asked  him  for  his  medical  marijuana  card,  the 
man  said  he  did  not  have  one  because  his  card  expired  and  it  was  too  expensive  to  get  a new 
one.  The  Officers  then  detained  him  and  seized  the  marijuana  from  him  and  did  a search  of  his 
belongings.  As  soon  as  the  Officers  touched  his  backpack,  the  man  started  getting  agitated  and 
started  resisting.  The  Officers  were  able  to  regain  control  of  the  suspect  who  spontaneously  said 
that  he  had  a gun.  The  Suspect  said  that  the  gun  was  at  the  base  of  the  backpack.  The  Officers 
opened  the  bag  and  found  a pair  of  pants  concealing  a gun,  which  was  a rifle  with  a shortened 
barrel  and  butt  stock.  The  man  said  it  wasn’t  his  but  he  got  it  from  his  Aunt’s  house. 

A warrant  check  for  the  man  revealed  that  he  had  multiple  warrants  as  well  as  multiple  felony 
convictions.  He  was  taken  into  custody  and  booked. 


Warrant  Arrest 

1000  Block  of  Market  St,  09.09.2014 

The  Market  Street  Foot  Beat  Officers  were  out  on  patrol  when  they  ran  into  a person  wanted  for 
a no  bail  warrant.  They  recognized  the  man  from  the  crime  bulletins  issued  so  they  detained  him 
and  ran  a records  check  to  verify.  The  records  check  came  back  positive  for  a warrant,  and  the 
man  was  placed  under  arrest  and  was  transported  to  Southern  Station. 


SAN  FRANCISCO  FIRE  DEPARTMENT  offers  FREE  Neighborhood 
Emergency  Response  Team  Training 

The  goal  of  this  program  is  to  help  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco  to  be  self  sufficient  in  a major  disaster  sit- 
uation by  developing  multi-functional  teams,  cross  trained  in  basic  emergency  skills.  Through  this  program, 
individuals  will  learn  how  to  help  themselves  and  their  loved  ones  prepare  for  and  better  respond  in  a disaster. 

The  training  includes  preparedness  training  as  well  as  hands-on  disaster  skills. 


Subject  to  change;  check  the  NERT  website  for  the  most  current  schedule.  Register  o 
http://sffdnert.eventbrite.com/  or  call  (41 5)970-2024 


i Eventbrite: 


North  Panhandle/Lone  Mountain 
USF  Campus,  Cowell  Hall  Rm  106 
Golden  Gate  Ave  & Roselyn 
Saturdays,  8:30am 
September  13:  Class  1 & 2 
September  20:  Class  3 & 4 
September  27:  Class  5 & 6 

Civic  Center 
SF  Federal  Building 
90  - 7th  Street 
Tuesdays,  8:30am 
September  23:  Class  1 & 2 
September  30:  Class  3 & 4 
October  7:  Class  5 & 6 

Castro/Duboce  Triangle 
Davies,  N.  Tower  Auditorium 
Duboce  St  @ Castro  St 
Thursdays,  6:30pm 
October  9:  Class  1 
October  16:  Class  2 
October  23:  Class  3 
October  30:  Class  4 
November  6:  Class  5 
November  13:  Class  6 


More  classes  are  added  to  the  website  as 
they  are  confirmed 


Full  NERT  Training  Course  Outline: 
Class  Session  #1... 

Earthquake  Awareness,  Preparedness, 
and  Hazard  Mitigation 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  #2... 

Types  of  Fire,  Hazardous  Materials, 
Utilities  Shut-offs, 

Terrorism  Awareness 
3.5hrs 

Class  Session  #3... 

Disaster  Medicine 
3 hrs 

Class  Session  #4... 

Light  Search  and  Rescue 
3.5  hrs 

Class  Session  # 5... 
Emergency  Team  Organization, 
Disaster  Psychology 
3 hrs 

Class  Session  # 6... 

Hands-On  Application,  Course  review, 
and  graduation 
3.5hrs 

*Note:  It  is  important  for  participants 
to  attend  all  sessions  in  order  to  gain 
the  full  scope  and  benefit  of  the  train- 
ing. New  students  may  not  join  after 
session  2 of  the  six-week  class  or  on  day 
2 of  the  intensive  and  3-day  sessions. 
Make-ups  may  be  approved. 

A certificate  may  be  issued. 


Personal  Readiness  Workshop 
GET  READY! 

SFFD  NERT  and  SF  SAFE  (sfsafe.org)  want 
you  to  have  skills  to  be  prepared  for  emer- 
gencies big  or  small,  and  know  your  neigh- 
bors to  maximize  resiliency  after  disaster. 


Risk  Awareness 

Disaster 

Supplies 

Personal/ 

Family 

Disaster  Ran 


NERT  Overview 
Community, 
block  by  block 
w/SAFE 


Next  workshop: 

Thursday  October  23,  2014 
St.  Philip  Church  ft  School 
775  Diamond  St 

7:0Qpm-9:OQpm 


SAN  FRANCISCO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 


Auxiliary 

Law 

Enforcement 

Response 

Team 

Are  you  someone  wrho  is 
interested  in  disaster 
preparedness  and  wants  to  help 
out  your  community  while 
working  hand  in  hand  with  law 
enforcement?  Then  the 
ALERT  program  Is  for  you! 


What  is  the  ALERT  Program? 


Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team 

(ALERT) 


The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  developed  a 
volunteer  citizen  disaster  preparedness  program.  The 
Auxiliary  Law  Enforcement  Response  Team  (ALERT)  is 
modeled  after  and  works  in  partnership  with  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department's  Neighborhood  Emergency 
Response  Team  (NERT).The  ALERT  program  will  train 
members  of  the  public  to  assist  law  enforcement  in  essen- 
tial tasks  after  a major  disaster.  Such  tasks  may  include: 
traffic  control,  foot  patrol  of  business  and  residential  ar- 
eas, and  reporting  criminal  activity.  Volunteers  must  be  at 
least  16  years  of  age  and  live,  work,  or  attend  high  school 
in  San  Francisco. 

Three  steps  to  becoming  an 
ALERT  volunteer: 

L Complete  NERT  training  and  receive  certification.  To 
register  for  NERT  training  courses  please  visit 
www.sfgov.drg/sfnert 

2.  Once  NERT  certified,  forward  a copy  of  your  NERT  ID 
card  to  the  ALERT  program,  sfpdalert@sfgov.org 

3.  After  clearing  a basic  background  check  the  individual 
is  eligible  to  register  for  ALERT training. 


Important  Dates: 

To  view  upcoming  dates  of 
training  classes,  training  drills, 
and  informational  meetings, 
please  visit  our  webpage,  at 
www.sanfranciscopoiice.org 
/alert 


-rtysmart 


XOX-Fl\fFRGZXCY 
IXFORAL\TIOX 
For  con-emereency  police: 
415  553-0123 

OUTLINE  REPORTING 

Citizens  can  access  the 
service  via  the  SFPD 
website  at: 

wTvtr.sf-police.Qrg 

Select  the  Online  Reporting 
Icon- 

Citizens  can  make  reports 
for  Harassing  Telephone 
Calls.  Auto  Bniglaiy. 
GrafStf  Vandalism.  Losl 
Property  and  Theft. 

Additional  types  of  reports 
may  be  added  to  the  system, 

FIRE 

POLICE 

MEDICAL 

EMERGENCY 


DIAL 


» w \\  .sf-police.org 


Before  leaving 
your  vehicle: 

Lock  any  items,  bags,  or  packages 
in  your  trunk  before  reaching  your 
destination. 

Remove,  or  hide  from  sight,  small 
items  of  value: 

[Phone,  charging  cords,  camera, 
GPS,  money,  etc.] 

The  best  way  to  prevent  a break  - in 
is  to  leave  your  vehicle  looking 
empty. 

Always  lock  your  vehicle,  close 
windows  and  sunroof. 

Do  not  hide  spare  keys  in  your 
vehicle,  always  take  your  garage 
opener  with  you. 


WWW.sfsafe.org 
415  553  1PS4 


SOUTHERN  STATION  RESOURCE  LIST 

EMERGENCY 

911  . 

Non-Emergency 

553-0123 

SFPD  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

575-4444 

SF  Customer  Service  Center 

311 

Southern  Station 

553-1373 

Southern  Station  Anonymous  Tip  Line 

552-4901 

Web  (For  Crime  Stats,  Internet  reports,  etc.) 

www.sfsov.ore/nolice 

Southern  Station  email 

sfDd.southem.station@sfeov.ore 

Southern  Station  Twitter 

@Southemsfpd 

Captain  William  Roualdes 

william.roualdes@sfeov.ore 

Lieutenant  Arran  Pera  (Station  Investigations) 

Arran.Pera@sfgov.org 

Day  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 

553-1373 

Lieutenant  Chuck  Limbert 

Charles.  limbert@sfeov.  ore 

Lieutenant  Steve  Mannina 

steven.mannina@sfeov.ore 

Swing  Watch  Platoon  Commanders 

553-1373 

Lieutenant  Dave  Falzon 

dave.falzon@sfeov.ore 

Market  Street  Foot  Beats 

553-1373 

Lieutenant  Scott  Heidohrn 

scott.heidohm@sfeov.ore 

Sergeant  Brian  Oliver  and  Sergeant  Ron  Liberta 

brian.oliver@sfeov.ore,  ronald.liberta@sfgov.org 

Southern  Plainclothes  Unit 
Sergeant  Darren  Nocetti 

darren.nocetti@sfeov.ore 

Graffiti  Abatement 

278-9454 

Graffiti  Fax 

278-9456 

Southern  Station  Events 

553-9191 

Sergeant  John  Conway 

iohn.conwav@sfeov.ore 

Southern  Station  Permits  / Code  Abatement 

553-9192 

Officer  Simon  Chan 

simon.chan@sfgov.org 

Southern  Station-  District  Attorney 

553-1252 

Mar  is  a Rodriguez 

Marisa.Rodriguez@sfgov.org 

Deputy  City  Attorney  - Southern  District 

554-3887 

Jennifer  Choi 

j ennifer.choi@sfgov.org 

DPW 

695-2020  Dispatch  (24hrs) 

Dept.  Parking  & Traffic 

553-1943 

Quality  of  Life  Liaison/Homeless  Outreach 

553-1373  Officers  Miolanen,  Reyes  and  Toney 

DPH  Air,  Sound  and  Radiation  Program 

415/252-3800 

(Noise  Control  Officer)  415/252-3911 

Entertainment  Commission 

www.sfgov.org/entertainment/415-554-6678 

SF  SAFE 

553-1984  Allison  Burke 

www.sfsafe.ore 

SF  Homeless  Outreach  Team  (24  hour  dispatch) 

734-4233 

A Message  from  SF  SAFE: 


Watch  streets  become  communities,  and  neighbors  become  friends.  Watch  crime  go  down,  as 
security  goes  up.  Watch  police  become  partners  as  you  join  with  them  in  making  your 
neighborhood  a better  place  to  live. 

Start  a Neighborhood  Watch  on  your  block  and  see  all  these  things  happen! 

SF  SAFE  (Safety  Awareness  for  Everyone)  will  give  you  the  knowledge  and  tools  to  create  a 
stronger,  more  cohesive  and  resilient  community,  and  teach  you  how  to  be  prepared  and 
empowered  at  work,  on  the  streets  or  sidewalks  and  in  your  home. 

Contact  SF  SAFE  at  415-553-1984  or  learn  more  at  www.sfsafe.org 


A Message  from  Community  Boards 

Are  you  having  difficulty  with  someone?  A loud  neighbor?  Disrespectful 
roommate?  Unresponsive  landlord?  Community  Boards’  Neighborhood 
Mediation  Program  can  assist  you  with  quality  of  life  issues  (noise,  parking, 
pets,  graffiti,  maintenance,  etc)  or  relationship  conflicts  (family  members, 
roommates,  landlords,  neighbors,  etc). 

community  boards  A mediation  is  a confidential  and  voluntary  meeting  where  people  discuss 
Balding  community  Through  Conflict  Resolution  difficulties  they  are  having  with  each  other  assisted  by  impartial  third-parties, 
our  mediators.  Our  mediators  are  trained  to  help  people  come  up  with 
workable  and  lasting  solutions.  They  don’t  give  advice  or  make  judgments.  The  goal  is  to  help 
everyone  feel  heard,  understood  and  respected. 

We  offer  our  services  in  English,  Spanish,  Mandarin  and  Cantonese  at  low-  to  no-cost.  No  one  is 
turned  away  for  lack  of  funds.  Contact  Community  Boards  at  (41 5)  920-3820  xl  00  or  learn  more  at 
www.communityboards.org. 

New  Program  from  SF  SAFE 

www.safebikes.  org 

SF  SAFE,  in  partnership  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  has  launched  a 
new  program  called  SAFE  Bikes.  This  is  a no  cost  bicycle  registry  program  administered  by 
San  Francisco  SAFE.  Anyone  can  register  their  bicycle  by  going  to  www. safebikes.org  and 
clicking  on  the  registration  icon.  SAFE  in  collaboration  with  the  San  Francisco  Bicycle 
Coalition,  and  several  local  businesses  are  undertaking  a citywide  educational  campaign  to 
teach  people  how  to  protect  themselves  against  bike  theft/burglary  by  recommending  locking 
strategies  and  suggesting  theft  prevention  tips. 

The  registration  portion  of  SAFE  Bikes  is  just  beginning  and  can  be  a useful  tool  down  the  road 
if  people  register  their  bicycle.  A Police  Officer  will  be  able  to  identify  a registered  bicycle  on 
the  street  by  the  metallic  sticker  specifically  made  for  this  bicycle  registration  program.  Each 
person  receives  a sticker  when  they  register  their  bicycle.  I encourage  everyone  to  go  to 
www.safebikes.org  and  utilize  this  free  service  offered. 


311  Customer  Service  Center: 

What  is  311? 

311  is  a toll  free,  NON-EMERGENCY  phone  number  that  the  public  can  call  to  access  information  about 
government  services.  A live  customer  service  representative  will  be  available  24  hours  a day,  seven  days  a 
week,  and  365  days  a year.  The  service  is  available  to  both  wired  and  wireless  customers.  Wireless  customers 
should  call  (4 1 5)  70 1 -23 1 1 . 3 1 1 employees  will  be  able  to  provide  translations  services  in  more  than  1 45 
languages  and  dialects  and  will  employ  a diverse  staff  of  customer  service  representatives.  Additionally,  311  are 
set  up  to  accept  calls  from  the  hearing  impaired  by  utilizing  a TTY  System. 

*311  will  also  take  police  reports  if  you  DO  NOT  have  any  suspect  description  and  the  crime  is  not  in  progress. 
After  meeting  these  conditions  these  are  the  reports  311  will  take:  Harassing  phone  calls,  vehicle  break  in, 
vehicle  tampering,  lost  property,  theft,  and  vandalism/graffiti  reports. 


COMMUNITY  INVOL  FEME  NT  OPPORTUNITIES 


SF  NERT  Program 

The  San  Francisco  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT)  is  free 
training  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  in  how  to  help  yourself  and  your 
neighbors  prepare  for  and  respond  to  a disaster  by  working  together.  The  20-hour 
training  includes  personal  preparedness,  light  search  and  rescue,  disaster  medicine, 
shutting  off  your  utilities,  and  how  to  participate  as  a member  of  a neighborhood 
response  team.  NERT  also  offers  continuing  training  for  graduates  and  activities  that 
support  building  robust  neighborhood  teams.  For  more  information,  visit  the  NERT 
website  at  http://sfaov.org/sffdnert , or  contact  Lt.  Erica  Arteseros  at  (415)  970-2022 
or  sffdnert(S>_sfaov.  ora. 

Community  Resources/Information 

> South  of  Market  neighborhood  preparedness:  http://southbeachsafetv.com/ 


SAN  FRANCISCO  FIRE  DEPARTMENT  offers  FREE  Neighborhood 
Emergency  Response  Team  Training 

i The  goal  of  tin?  program  i s to  help  tine  citizens  of  San  Fransrisco  to  be  self  sufficient  In  a major  disaster  sft- 
* LBtion  by  developing  imiihj-fmcdDnai  teams,  cross  trained  in  basic  emergency  skills.  Through  this  program, 
individuals  will  team  how  to  help  themselves  and  their  loved  ones  prepare  for  and  better  respond  In  a disaster. 


SiAject  to  change;  check  the  HEKT  website  for  the  [most  current  scheckde.  Register  on  Evarrtbrite: 
htto^/sffdneitaevgntbrite  com/  nr  tail  (41 5)970-2024 


Bernal  Heights 

St  Kevin  Church,  O'Malley  Hall 
702  Cortland  Ave 
Toestfoys,  6:30pm 


June  17:  Class  2 
June  24:  Class  3 
July  1:  Class  4 
July  3:  Class  5 
July  15:  Class  6 

MebHai 

St  Frands  Memorial  Hasp. 
900  Hyde  Street 
TUirsdays,  6130pm 
June  19:Oassl 
June  26:  Class  2 
Juty  3:  Class  3 
July  W:  Class  4 
July  17:  Class  5 
July  24:  Class  6 

PotteDoHa 
St  Teresa's  Ohoaxh 
1 9th  St  and  Cnrcnectiod:  St 
Wednesdays.  6 :30pm 
July  16:  Class  1 
July  23:  Class  2 
July  30:  Class  3 
AuyiEt  6:  Class  4 
August  13:  Class  5 
August  2Sk  Class  6 


More  classes  are  added  to  the  wefcate 
os  they  .are  aanjirmied 


Francisco  Event  Venues  Takes  New  Sustainability  Measures 


http://www.exhibitoronline.com/news/article.asp?ID=13936 


<§> 


EXHIBITOR  MAGAZINE'S 


F ind  It » Marketplace 


Find  Your  Next 
Trade  Show  Partner 
HERE! 


EXHIBITOR  Magazine 

PRINT  OR  DIGITAL 
ONE  YEAR  FOR  ONLY 
$?§$18! 


WHATS  HAPPENING  NOW: 

EXHIBITORfastTrafc 
Four  Cities.  Four  Dates. 

Four  Idea-Packed  Conferences. 


BEST  PRACTICES  IN  TRADE  SHOWS  AND  EVENTS 

EXHIBITIR 


Topics  Magazine  Find  It  Show  eTrak  FastTrak 


Awards  News  Advertise 


> 


Breaking  Associations/  Awards  Company  International 


EXHIBITOR  NEWS 

Use  of  Social  Media  as  a Marketing  Tool 
has  Exploded,  According  to  EXHIBITOR 
Magazine  Survey 

SHOWS  & EVENTS 

Gaming  Exhibits  Grow  by  30  Percent  at 
the  2015  International  CES 

SHOWS  & EVENTS 

Startup  Exhibits  Grow  by  50  Percent  at 
the  2015  International  CES 

COMPANY  NEWS 

Freeman  Contact  Center  Recognized 
for  Outstanding  Live  Phone  Channel 
Customer  Service  Experience  for  Fifth 
Consecutive  Year 

SHOWS  & EVENTS 

Hill  & Partners  Teams  with  Polartec  to 
Present  the  APEX  of  Design  at  2014 
Outdoor  Retailer  Summer  Market 
Tradeshow 

COMPANY  NEWS 

Tex  Visions  Celebrates  10th  Anniversary 
as  Leader  in  Wide  Format  Printing  and 
Display  Hardware  Manufacturing 

COMPANY  NEWS 

Skyline  DFW  Launches  New  Company 
Identity  as  Skyline  Sector  5 

EXHIBITOR  NEWS 

EXHIBITOR  Accepts  MG  Design's  Ice 
Bucket  Challenge 


COMPANY  NEWS,  VENUES  & DESTINATIONS 

San  Francisco  Event  Venues  Takes  New 
Sustainability  Measures 


9/11/2014 

San  Francisco  Event  Venues,  or  SF  Event  Venues,  is  pleased  to  announce  the 
launch  of  its  "Go  Green  Campaign,"  a new  sustainability  measure  and  price 
incentive  for  event  planners  that  book  at  one  of  their  Treasure  Island  venues.  The 
campaign  aims  to  reduce  the  carbon  footprint  of  attending  guests,  contributing 
to  the  organization's  overall  Corporate  Social  Responsibility  objective. 

Launched  in  August,  the  "Go  Green  Campaign"  aims  to  reduce  pollution  from  car 
emissions  by  promoting  carpooling  methods  and  keeping  more  vehicles  off  the 
road.  Under  the  campaign,  California  event  planners  will  receive  20%  off  the 
venue  rental  rate  for  booking  group  transportation  for  their  event.  The  offer  may 
not  be  combined  with  any  other  offers. 

In  another  effort  to  practice  sustainability,  SF  Event  Venues  has  recently  partnered 
with  Work  of  Art  Catering,  a San  Francisco-based  catering  company  focused  on 
farm-to-table  cuisine  and  environmentally-friendly  business  practices.  As  the 
first-ever  Certified  Green  Caterer  from  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  the 
Environment,  Work  of  Art  strives  to  produce  zero-waste  events  through  accurate 
forecasting  and  use  of  recyclable,  compostable  and  degradable  materials.  Other 
sustainable  aspects  of  the  business  include  repurposing  items  into  art  pieces  (e.g. 
use  of  rocks,  wood  and  moss  for  decor)  and  working  with  local  and  sustainable 
food  producers  to  create  unique  farm-to-table  menus.  The  strategic  partnership 
between  SF  Event  Venues  and  Work  of  Art  was  designed  to  develop  top-notch 
farm-to-table  packages  for  event  planner  clients. 

The  Winery  SF,  one  of  SF  Event  Venues'  top  event  spaces,  continues  to  take  green 
measures  in  both  wine  production  and  business  practices,  including  biodynamic 
farming  practices,  natural  winemaking  techniques  and  use  of  light-weight  bottles 
and  earth-friendly  packaging.  In  addition,  a large  percentage  of  wine  sales  are 
on-site,  greatly  reducing  the  impact  of  pollution  from  transportation. 

Jeanavive  Janssen,  Business  Development  Manager  of  SF  Event  Venues,  states  "As 
an  early  adopter  of  Green  practices,  1 am  happy  to  be  representing  100%  recycled 
and  repurposed  venues  and  an  organization  that  supports  Corporate  Social 
Responsibility.  Hiring  local  job-corp  labor  and  partnering  with  vendors  that 
support  the  overall  "green  business"  vision  allows  us  to  touch  the  life  of  many 
both  experientially  and  sustainably  through  our  events." 
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About  SF  Event  Venues 

Located  on  San  Francisco's  historic  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco  Event  Venues 
offers  unique  spaces  for  a wide  range  of  events  including  corporate  parties, 
conferences,  weddings  and  other  social  gatherings.  The  experienced  and 
professional  event  management  team  has  over  20  years  of  experience  in  many 


> More  Produc 


San  Francisco  Event  Venues  Takes  New  Sustainability  Measures 


http://www.exhibitoronline.com/news/article.asp?ID=13‘  j 


facets  of  the  event  management  community  including  event  planning,  destination 
management,  and  tourism  & travel.  SF  Event  Venues  currently  manages  three 
event  spaces  on  San  Francisco's  historic  Treasure  Island  (The  Winery  SF,  The  Vista 
and  the  Treasure  Island  Administration  Building),  with  three  more  venues 
scheduled  to  launch  in  the  upcoming  months.  For  more  information  about  SF 
Event  Venues,  please  visit  www.sfeventvenues.com. 

About  Work  of  Art  Catering 

Since  1991,  Work  of  Art  has  established  itself  with  culinary  expertise,  attentive 
service,  innovative  design  and  a dedication  to  teamwork.  As  the  first-ever 
Certified  Green  Caterer  from  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment, 
Work  of  Art  prides  itself  in  its  pursuit  of  environmentally-friendly  business 
practices  and  farm-to-table  cuisine.  Also  being  one  of  the  first  food  waste 
recyclers  in  San  Francisco,  Work  of  Art  utilizes  bio-based  products  and  routinely 
wins  awards  by  its  pursuit  of  over  90%  waste  diversion.  For  more  information 
about  Work  of  Art  Catering,  please  visit  www.woacaterinq.com. 

For  inquiries  about  the  "Go  Green  Campaign"  or  other  sales  inquiries,  please 
contact  Jeanavive  Janssen  of  SF  Event  Venues  atjjanssen@sfeventvenues.com. 


Contact: 

iianssenflsfeventvenues.com 
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200,000  housing  units  in  Bay  Area  pipeline.  Is  it  enough  to  move  the  needle? 

Sep  16,  2014, 11:07am  PDT  Updated:  Sep  16,  2014,  11:38am  PDT 


A 


ire  200,000  housing  units  in  the  planning  pip 
54,000  of  those  units  are  in  San  Francisco,  ar 


The  200,000  units  in  the  pipeline  are  an  incr 
"It's  not  going  to  move  the  needle  that  much,"  said  Tvler  Evie.  an  engagement  manager  at  the  Concord  Group,  ’ 
If  you  think  about  the  pipeline,  there  are  roughly  200,000  units  in  the  core  and  2 million  households  that  live  the 
Much  of  the  housing  in  the  pipeline  won't  get  built  or  will  be  built  gradually  over  a very  long  b'mellne. 

“Many  units  in  the  larger  projects  will  have  a 10-to-15-year  build  out  or  have  questionable  financing  or  question: 

blog  on  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Action  Coalition  we 


construction  throughout  the  Bay  Area  and  approximately  43  percent  of  those  are  rental  units. 

•eal  estate  consultancy,  Includes  market-rate  and  affordable  projects  in  San  Francisco,  the  East  Bay,  Peninsula  and  Silicon  Valley  down  tl 
r includes  14,000  units  in  large  San  Francisco  projects  such  as  Treasure  Island,  Candlestick  Point  and  Schlage  Lock.  Schlage  will  soon  be 

ze  of  the  pipeline  historically.  However,  relative  to  the  population  and  the  size  of  the  housing  stock,  the  pipeline  is  fairly  modest. 


10  percent  of  existing  stock  is  i 


said  Eyje. 

; - 69  percent  of  San  Francisco's  approved  projects  an 


rprisingly,  most  of  the  activity  is  i 
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Treasure  Island  head  tapped  to  lead  Animal 
Care  and  Control 


The  city  official  who  has  been  overseeing  San  Francisco’s  Treasure  Island  was  named 
as  interim  head  of  Animal  Care  and  Control  this  week,  while  the  city  undertakes  a 
national  search  for  someone  to  lead  the  agency. 

Mirian  Saez,  who  was  previously  overseeing  leasing  operations  at  the  Treasure 
Island  Development  Authority,  will  “provide  leadership  to  the  organization  and 
stabilize  the  day  to  day  operations  including  care,  control  and  administration,”  said 
Bill  Barnes,  a spokesman  for  City  Administrator  Naomi  Kelly. 

Kelly  pushed  out  former  ACC  chief  Rebecca  Katz  in  July.  Barnes  said  Kelly  intends 
to  solicit  community  input  as  her  office  begins  to  search  for  Katz’s  permanent 
replacement. 

In  the  meantime,  Saez  will  be  busy,  said  Barnes. 

“She  will  immediately  begin  the  hiring  of  seven  new  staff  members,  review  and  update 
the  organizational  and  staffing  plans,  and  review  industry  best  practices,”  he  said  in 
an  e-mail.  “During  this  interim  period,  Mirian  will  begin  the  development  of  a five 
year  strategic  plan  for  the  department  and  accelerate  discussions  of  a new  facility  for 
a proposed  bond  measure  as  soon  as  November  2015.” 

Bob  Beck,  Treasure  Island’s  director  of  development,  will  assume  Saez’s 
responsibilities. 
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Dragon  boat  races  at  Treasure  Island  draws  60,000 


Dragon  boats  compete  in  the  13th  race  at  the  San  Francisco  International  Dragon  Boat  Festival  on 
Treasure  Island  in  San  Francisco,  Calif,  on  Saturday,  Sept.  20,  2014.  Photo:  Paul  Chinn,  The  Chronicle 
Buy  this  photo 
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Treasure  Island  was  transformed  Saturday  by 
the  pounding  of  drums,  the  shimmer  of  lion 
dancers  and  the  scent  of  fresh  wontons. 

And  that  was  just  on  land.  The  real  action  was 
. in  the  water,  where  120  ornate  and  colorful 
dragon  boats  sliced  through  Clipper  Cove, 
with  thousands  of  spectators  cheering  from 
the  shore. 

"The  feeling  here  is  electric.  I've  never  seen  anything  like  it,"  said  Greg  Ead,  28,  a biotech 
worker  from  Boston  whose  team  was  among  those  competing  in  the  races.  "The  eneigy, 
the  competition. ...  It’s  so  much  fun.  It's  almost  overwhelming." 

The  19th  annual  International  Dragon  Boat  Festival  was  expected  to  bring  60,000  athletes 
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Racers  came  from  throughout  the  Bay  Area  and  as  far  away  as  Canada  and  the  East  Coast, 
making  it  the  largest  dragon  boat  festival  in  the  U.S.,  organizers  said. 

The  athletes  were  of  all  ages  and  abilities.  Some  rowed  as  part  of  corporate  teams,  others 
were  on  high  school  squads,  and  some  were  there  just  for  the  friendship  and  fun. 

Debbie  Koppman,  56,  an  artist  from  Oakland,  only  started  racing  in  July,  but 
she's  hooked. 

"It's  completely  welcoming  and  open  to  everyone,"  said  Koppman,  who  rows  with  the 
Oakland  Renegades  near  Jack  London  Square.  "I've  never  done  water  sports,  team  sports, 
anything.  But  I absolutely  love  this." 

Timing,  teamwork 

She  enjoys  the  upper-  body  workout,  but  she's  most  enamored  of  the  meditative  aspects  of 
the  sport.  In  dragon  boats  20  rowers  paddle  in  unison,  often  to  the  beat  of  a drummer 
who  sits  on  the  bow.  Timing  and  teamwork  are  critical,  she  said. 

For  others,  the  main  appeal  is  the  pageantry.  The  sporting  world  has  no  shortage  of  boat 
races,  from  sailboats  to  kayaks,  but  none  have  the  storied  history  and  traditions  of  dragon 
boats.  The  sport  originated  2,000  years  ago  in  China  as  an  effort  to  appease  the  rain  gods, 
and  later  became  a way  to  honor  a Chinese  poet  who  killed  himself  in  the  Mi  Lo  river  to 
protest  political  corruption,  according  to  the  International  Dragon  Boat  Fedeiation. 

Colorful  scales 

Dragon  boats  are  40  feet  long  and  designed  to  resemble  dragons,  with  vividly  detailed, 
fire-breathing  heads  on  the  bow  and  pointy  tails  on  the  stern.  The  sides  are  painted  with 
colorful  scales,  each  boat  looking  unique. 

Thuy  Nguyen,  44,  an  office  manager  from  Berkeley,  was  racing  on  Saturday.  She  practices 
three  times  a week  with  a Berkeley  team  called  Dragon  Max. 

"It  helps  me  stay  healthy  and  maintain  my  strength,"  she  said.  "And  it  helps  me  relax 
after  work." 

Part  of  the  Dragon  Max  team  just  returned  from  a race  in  Italy,  where  they  won  a medal  in 
the  over-6o  age  bracket,  she  said. 

Travel  is  a big  part  of  the  appeal  for  the  Kaiser  Permanente  Dragons,  who  practice  on  the 
Oakland  Estuary.  That  team  just  returned  from  Hawaii  and  had  so  much  fun  they're 
planning  another  trip. 

"We  all  just  get  along  really  well.  We're  'ohana,'  which  means  family  in  Hawaiian,"  said 
Geraldine  Tablit,  40,  a project  manager  who  lives  in  Vallejo.  "All  shapes,  all  sizes,  all  ages 
can  do  this.  There's  no  excuse.  You  just  have  to  show  up." 

The  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  entered  the  festival  for  the  15th  year,  competing  in  the 
novice  division.  They  practiced  only  three  times  before  racing,  but  loved  every  second,  said 
firefighter  Mike  Craig,  who  works  at  Station  No.  22  in  the  Inner  Sunset. 

"Your  blood  gets  pumping,  the  adrenaline  is  just  flowing.  You're  giving  110  percent,"  he 
said.  "But  mostly  it's  about  everyone  getting  together  and  having  fun. ...  And  winning  the 
gold,  hopefully." 

The  festival,  which  is  free,  continues  Sunday  from  10  a.m.  to  5 pm.  Entertainment  will 
include  taiko  drumming,  Tahitian  dancing  and  Chinese  acrobatics,  in  addition  to  the  races. 
For  information,  go  to  www.sfdragonboat.com 
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Island,  Part  One:  Yet  another  Treasure  Island  renter  wrestles  the  mold  monster 


September  20, 2014 
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by  Carol  Harvey 

When  Andrea  McHenry  confronted  Treasure  Island’s  market  rate  housing  property  manager  about  possible  toxic  mold  in  her  unit  or  pressed  the 
Navy  and  Treasure  Island  Development  Initiative  (TIDA)  officials  with  uneasy  questions  about  radiation  and  chemical  dangers,  this  island  resident 
employed  meticulously  respectful  restraint. 

Andrea’s  long  professional  life  taught  her  a precise  balance  between  tact  and  directness. 

But  it  also  camouflaged  her  many  years  of  compassionate  activism. 

In  2002,  sitting  in  her  rent-controlled  apartment  on  Clement  and  10th  Street  in  San 
Francisco,  she  showed  me  footage  of  a Civic  Center  cop  assault  against  volunteers 
feeding  homeless  folks. 

“When  the  Food  Not  Bombs  concept  was  drafted,”  she  confided,  “I  was  there.”  Her 
Food  Not  Bombs  commitment  lasted  15  years,  as  the  group  was  harassed  and 
persecuted  for  its  life-sustaining  work  by  City  Hall  in  San  Francisco  and  other  cities. 

She  honed  her  calm  reserve  and  tight  grip  on  detail  during  a career  as  an  executive 
administrative  assistant  for  Goodwill  Industries,  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area  and 
United  Educators  of  San  Francisco. 

Simultaneously,  however,  during  12  years’  union  activism,  her  United  Way  co-workers  elected  her  shop  steward  in  the  Office  and  Professional 
Employees  International  Union  (OPEIU)  Local  3 . Her  team  successfully  bargained  two  three-year  contracts. 

Angel  Island 

A Fisherman’s  Wharf  Dolphin  Swimming  and  Rowing  Club  member,  Andrea  is  active  in  the  direct  sense.  She  swims  a half-mile  in  open  water 
several  times  a week.  On  Children’s  Rights  Day  in  July,  she  sailed  to  Angel  Island  with  co-members  who  showed  kids  how  they  hoist  sails  on  the 
Alma,  a hundred-ton  120-year-old  wooden  sailing  ship.  That  night,  she  hunkered  down  on  deck  in  her  sleeping  bag  under  a super  moon. 

Clement  Street 


Andrea  McHenry  speaks  at  a Treasure  Island 
community  meeting.  - Photo:  Carol  Harvey 


A San  Franciscan  since  1986,  Andrea  wants  to  stay  in  The  City.  For  16  yeaxs,  Andrea  enjoyed  a Clement  Street  apartment  in  a nice  neighboihood 
in  San  Francisco ’s  Little  Chinatown.  For  $800  monthly,  she  had  a three-bedroom  flat  - dining  room,  kitchen  and  backyard  with  sun  deck. 

“There  was  a flat  above.  Below  were  grooming  and  beauty  parlors  and  a TV  repair  shop.  Remember  the  repairman,  Henry,  an  obsessive- 
compulsive  clutterer  and  collector?  He  lived  in  a long,  skinny  shop  below  me  piled  with  corroded  electronic  parts  and  could  fix  almost  anything  — 
irons,  lamps,  VCRs.  But,  his  specialty  was  TVs.  He  had  so  many  he  worked  on  the  sidewalk.  I suspect  he  also  ran  a money-lending  business  out  of 
there,”  Andrea  laughed. 

Her  landlord,  Leland  Barrett,  had  a “Nephew  Frank,”  who  called  Barrett  “uncle”  and  his  wife  “auntie.”  “I  don’t  think  he  really  was  any  blood 
relation.  He  just  buttered  them  up.”  Six  months  elapsed  before  they  told  the  tenants  that  Leland  had  died,  leaving  his  ill  elderly  wife  to  manage  file 
building. 

“Nephew  Frank”  commandeered  building  renovations.  Andrea,  her  roommates  and  pets  suffered  as  Frank  ripped  out  walls  and  ceilings,  replacing 
electrical  wiring,  pipes  and  plumbing,  the  roof  and  windows.  “After  the  building  was  up  to  code  and  nice  to  five  in,  we  all  got  evicted,  poor  Hemy 
first.” 

Frank  orchestrated  an  owner  move-in  by  a large  Korean  family  that  bought  the  building.  During  a perfect  storm  of  ill-fortune  at  the  height  of  the 
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dot.com  boom,  Andrea  lost  both  job  and  home.  “I  was  evicted  while  unemployed.” 

Loss  of  her  rent-controlled  apartment  priced  Andrea  out  of  the  market.  Though  she  scoured  the  city,  “Prospects  for  finding  a good,  affordable 
apartment  when  you’re  unemployed  were  zero  when  you  have  60  days  to  vacate.” 

Andrea  moved  into  a friend’s  Treasure  Island  townhouse.  Signing  over  the  lease,  her  friend  relocated  to  Taos,  New  Mexico.  “This  is  where  I was 
forced  to  come,”  she  said  sardonically. 

“You  know  that  feeling  when  you  don’t  like  a place?  I never,  EVER  liked  this  place.  It’s  toxic.  It’s  creepy.  Is  there  a military  base  that  isn’t?” 

Despairing,  trapped  on  toxic  island 

“I’m  trapped  and  it  sucks.  Our  lives  are  in  danger  I must  get  out  of  here  but  can’t  afford  it.  We  are  guinea  pigs  in  a big  radiological  experiment.  I 
know  how  the  Alcatraz  prisoners  felt  hearing  the  City’s  sounds  and  laughter,  but  unable  to  be  there.  (Island  management)  is  so  slick  at  promoting 
life  on  the  island,  covering  up  the  Navy’s  mess  and  shushing  us.” 

Besides  radiation  and  chemicals  - additional  dangers 

“(It’s)  not  just  radiological.  There  are  the  PCBs  and  the  PAHs  and  the  asbestos  and  the  lead  and  the  things  that  go  BOOM  in  the  night,  (like)  the 
fire  that  burned  down  a townhouse  here  and  killed  a 10-vear-old  girl.” 

I don’t  feel  good 

Like  other  residents,  Andrea  reported  general  malaise  not  endured  in  pre-island  life.  Despite  physical  activity,  Andrea  said,  “I  don’t  feel  good  or 
healthy.” 

Treasure  Island  toxins  exacerbate  pre-existing  conditions.  Her  psoriasis  worsened  with  chronic  patches  and  intolerable  irritation  on  legs  and 
elbows.  “I  can  feel  my  brain  responding  to  the  itching.”  Mold  and  asbestos  are  culprits  in  islanders’  intestinal  tract  problems,  including  abdominal 
pains  and  stomach  lesions.” 

Andrea  developed  painful  intestinal  problems  this  year  and  has  had  to  take  two  1 0-day  courses  of  antibiotics. 

Improper  toxic  mold  remediation 

On  June  1 8, 2014,  Dan  Stone,  John  Stewart  “Villages”  property  manager,  facilitated  a community  meeting.  Andrea  reminded  12  to  20  attendees,  “I 
requested  at  the  last  meeting  that  we  talk  about  black  mold  we’re  finding  on  the  island.” 

Concerned  about  toxic  mold  in  her  townhouse,  she  said  she  spoke  to  Stone,  who  promised  to  replace  her  bathtub  wall. 

“My  bathtub  leaked  through  the  kitchen  ceiling.  My  bathroom  ceiling  was  speckled  with  black  mold.  The  mortar  was  black  between  the  pink 
tiles,”  she  told  me. 

She  said  she  contacted  experts  who  advised,  if  black  mold  is  even  suspected  to  be  present,  do  not  release  the  spores. 


Mold  removal  concerns  expressed  at  Treasure  Island  community  meeting  June  18, 2014:  This  John  Stewart  “Villages"  market  rate  housing 
Treasure  Island  resident  tells  community  members  and  the  property  manager,  Dan  Stone,  about  the  inept,  dangerous  way  possible  black  mold  was 
“removed  and  remediated"  from  her  bathroom. 
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That  morning,  in  her  second  floor  bathroom,  Andrea  photographed  John  Stewart  Villages  janitorial  and  maintenance  staff,  apparently  untrained  in 
mold  remediation  and  ill-equipped  to  do  the  job  properiy,  ripping  out  the  three  walls  abutting  the  tub. 

“There  were  no  containment  procedures,”  she  told  the  group. 

The  bathroom  door  was  open.  The  fan  was  on.  They  dragged  garbage  bags  of  debris  and  rotting,  moldy  wood  down  the  stairs  and  set  it  on  her  front 
lawn.  They  didn’t  clean  up  very  well.  They  removed  the  micro-debris,  leaving  a trail  of  grit. 

“I  got  pictures  of  lots  of  black  mold.  I and  my  roommates  and  this  little  dog  I’m  babysitting  have  been  exposed,  and  who  knows  how  many  other 
people? 

“It  seems  to  me  that’s  a little  ass-backwards.  Pardon  my  French.  I am  really  unhappy  it  was  done  that  way.” 

Said  Andrea  tactfully,  “I  wish  we  had  tested  for  mold  first,  and  if  it  was  found  to  be  the  dangerous  type,  they  should  have  hired  a proper  mold 
abatement  professional  to  tear  the  walls  out” 

Stone  took  no  responsibility. 


“If  they  chose  not  to  test  first,  before  workmen  removed  the  wall  and  released  spores,”  said  Andrea,  “we  should  have  been  removed  from  the 
premises,  and  they  should  have  reverse-pressure  vented  potential  mold  from  the  area.” 

That  afternoon,  a different  company  replaced  bathroom  walls.  She  asked  whether  they  knew  they  were  being  exposed  to  mold?  “It  does  terrible 
things  to  your  lungs  and  your  body.”  It  can  enter  “through  your  eyeballs  and  other  mucous  membranes  and  go  to  vour  brain  and  make  you  brain 
damaged. 

They  responded,  “We’re  just  here  to  put  the  bathroom  walls  up.  We  don’t  know  anything  about  that  We  specified  with  management  that  we  have 
nothing  to  do  with  demolition  or  removal.” 

‘They  sprayed  mold  retardant  eveiywhere,  painted  over  the  mold  and  sealed  it  behind  acrylic  ‘marble,’”  said  Andrea.  Hours  later,  Andrea,  a 
videographer,  another  resident,  and  this  journalist  observed  a fresh  coat  of  dimpled  paint  on  the  bathroom  ceiling,  hiding  mold  underneath. 
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Mold  "removal"  Treasure  Island  style  in  Andrea  McHenry’s  John  Stewart  housing  bathroom  in  June  2014:  This  John  Stewart  "Villages"  market 
rate  Treasure  Island  housing  resident  describes  the  inept,  dangerous  way  possible  black  mold  was  “ removed  and  remediated”  from  her  bathroom. 

Like  Gulf  of  Mexico  oil  dispersant,  Corexit,  mold  retardants  can  be  as  toxic  as  the  mold  they  retard. 

“In  the  ensuing  weeks,  they  were  all  over  Reeves  Court  and  other  courtyards  around  here  — on  Ozboume,  Keppler,  Hutchins,  and  Mariner  Courts  - 
eveiywhere  I went.  I was  still  dog-sitting  my  neighbor’s  dog.  When  I walked  her,  those  same  guys  were  dragging  bathroom  walls  into  every  vacant 
unit.” 


•They  should  have  tested  the  air  for  mold  before  they  tore  out  the  walls.  “The  Milages  managementmade  sure  that  the  mold  test  vendor  (Indoor 
Restore)  got  here  after  they  sealed  it  all  behind  the  fake  marble  and  paint  and  mold  retardant  spray,”  she  said. 


Stone  alerted  the  crowd  defensively  that  he  had  responded  to  Andrea’s  concerns.  “You  and  I met  today.”  But,  it  was  too  late.  Andrea  pointed  out 
that  she,  her  roommates  and  the  dog  had  already  been  exposed. 


“Yes,”  Andrea  countered,  “I  know  we  had  a big  talk,  and  I know  there’s  a lot  of  hysteria  and  what-have-you  about  the  many  toxics  on  the  island. 
But,  I just  don’t  feel  good  aboutthe  way  The  Villages  handled  the  remediation  work  in  my  home.” 
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Dan  Stone,  property  manager,  psychologist,  doctor 

During  their  “big  talk,”  Dan  Stone  had  minimized  residents’  mold  concerns.  Andrea  paraphrased  his  psychoanalysis:  “This  whole  mold  thing  is 
something  the  residents  feel  they  can  control;  whereas,  everything  else  is  out  of  control.  We  can’t  control  the  toxic  waste,  the  PCBs,  the  PAHs  and 
the  other  20  or  so  known  toxic  chemicals  out  here  in  the  soil,  water  and  air.  We  can’t  control  the  radiological  waste  that’s  out  here.  We  can’t 
control  what’s  happening  with  this  development 

“But,  all  of  a sudden,  we  residents  have  latched  onto  this  black  mold.  We  feel  like  we 
can  control  that,  and  that’s  why  there’s  so  much  quote-unquote  ‘hysteria’  about  the 
black  mold  right  now. 

“‘Molds  exist  everywhere,’  insisted  Dan.  ‘Out  in  the  lawn,  all  over  the  house,  in  the  air, 
everywhere.  When  it  gets  to  be  too  concentrated,  some  people  are  highly  allergic.  Most 
people  breathe  it  in  all  the  time  without  any  reaction  to  it.’” 

A fireman  volunteer  performing  lung  function  tests  at  July’s  Nursing  Clinic  opening 
informed  this  reporter  that  the  most  prevalent  island  afflictions,  respiratory  diseases  and 
asthma,  are  far  above  normal  for  the  small  population. 

Again,  Stone  attempted  to  reassure  the  crowd.  “We  (he  and  Andrea)  talked  specifically 
today  about  doing  some  testing  after  the  repairs.” 

Countered  Andrea,  “Yes.  We’re  going  to  do  it,  but,  ass-backwards,  again,  pardon  my 
French.  They  will  test  after  the  renovations,  after  the  mold  retardant  has  been  sprayed, 

and  after  we’ve  already  been  exposed.” 

Carol  Harvey  is  a San  Francisco  political  journalist  specializing  in  human  rights  and  civil  rights.  She  can  be  reached  at 

camlharvevsflxb.vahoo.com. 


This  is  a picture  Andrea  McHenry  took  on  her 
cellphone  of  some  of  the  black  mold  around  her  tub  that 
was  neither  tested  nor  properly  removed  and 
remediated. 
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by  Carol  Harvey 

On  Wednesday,  Sept.  1 0, 20 1 4,  in  Room  400,  City  Hall,  a Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (TID  A)  board  member  asked  whether  current 
residents  are  protected  from  earthquakes,  tsunamis,  liquefaction,  sinking  and  sea  level  rise. 

Bob  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Development  Corp.  director,  explained  that  an  earthquake  won’t  prevent  the  2,000  residents,  including  500  children, 
housed  on  the  northwestern  end  of  the  man-made  island  from  walking  the  mile  across  liquefying,  moving,  shaking  silt  to  a frail,  antiquated  hangar 
built  in  1939  for  the  Golden  Gate  International  Exposition  at  the  southeastern  perimeter  near  Clipper  Cove. 
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No  disaster  plan  for  Treasure  Island:  Bob  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Redevetopment  coordinator,  tells  Treasure  Island  Board  member  Mark  Dunlop 
that  in  an  earthquake  island  residents  will  be  housed  at  Building  1,  an  antiquated  airplane  hangar  built  in  the  1930s  and  that  they  are  still  doing 
"outreach  ” to  the  community.  Kathryn  Lundgren,  resident,  suggests  a safe  place  from  which  islanders  can  be  removed  in  safety.  She  thinks  island 
officials  will  use  Hangar  3,  thereby  identifying  a serious  communication  glitch  between  island  officials  and  residents  which  could  make  a life  or 
death  difference  in  an  island  disaster. 

A team  of  architects  and  geo-engineers  had  just  described  extensive  and  elaborate  redevelopment  plans  they  drafted  to  protect  the  new,  wealthy 
Treasure  Island  condominium  residents  from  similar  disasters. 

Aging,  failing  infrastructure 

Andrea  McHenry,  reluctant  Treasure  Island  renter  who  fears  she  is  in  danger;  pointed  out  what  all  islanders  know.  Aside  from  complete  lack  of 
earthquake  and  tsunami  protections,  “Water,  electrical  and  gas  infrastructure  out  here  is  more  than  70  years  old.  It  was  only  meant  to  last  30.” 

Common  wisdom  holds  that  Island  authorities  have  simply  abandoned  the  buildings  and  infrastructure  to  crumble  until  they  are  razed  during  the 
redevelopment  build-out  phase,  which  will  not  start  until  2015  and  could  last  over  a decade.  In  the  process,  they  seem  also  to  have  abandoned  he 
low-income  people  they  enticed  to  the  island,  who  are  providing  rent  and  securing  the  infrastructure  until  the  island  can  be  rebuilt  for  rich  condo 
owners. 
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Big  sewage  spill 


In  June  2014,  the  island’s  “Next  Door”  listserv  members  recorded  a large  sewage  spill.  An  islander  showed  me  a drain  in  a grassy  path  below  her 
house  from  which  sewage  had  bubbled.  While  island  officials  scrambled  to  identify  the  housing  provider  responsible  for  drain-cleaning  at  that 
location,  for  over  a month  noxious  odors  sickened  nearby  neighbors  and  kids  ran  down  a path  saturated  with  fecal  matter.  Four  months  later,  toilet 
paper  clumps  remain  snagged  in  the  grass  around  the  drain  cover. 
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NERT  and  the  poisoned  water 

Only  once  in  San  Francisco  history  - when  a water  main  broke  on  Treasure  Island  - was  the  Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Team  (NERT) 
activated.  For  up  to  and  beyond  24  hours  after  the  pipes  actually  burst,  Andrea  reports,  “our  water  was  tainted.  The  water  pipes  were  compromised 
for  24  hours  before  NERT  was  activated  to  begin  circulating  warning  fliers  by  hand-posting  them  on  our  front  doors.” 

For  an  entire  day,  Andrea  and  all  her  neighbors  cooked,  drank,  showered  and  brushed  their  teeth  with  the  water. 

“Who  knows  how  long  that  water  main  was  leaking,  and  what  was  leaking  into  it  (from)  whatever  is  in  the  soil.  The  day  that  NERT  was  activated 
out  here,  I was  too  sick  to  participate.  I had  one  of  the  worst  sick  headaches  I’d  ever  had  in  my  life,  and  I couldn’t  get  out  of  bed.” 


Electrical  and  gas  - fire  danger 

Faulty  electrical  infrastructure  creates  ongoing  fire  danger  “The  fire  that  burned  here  (on  Mariner  Drive)  and  killed  a 10-vear-old  girl”  traumatized 
friends  who  knew  her.  Sobbing  bystanders  heard  cries  inside  the  house  that  simply  stopped. 

Frequent  power  outages 

Power  outages  create  costly  appliance  wear  and  tear.  When  power  is  restored,  electricity  surges  and  “everything  that’s  plugged  in  gets  worn  out 
and  damaged  just  a little  more  than  if  you  lived  somewhere  else,”  she  stated.  Though  she  resents  the  time  wasted,  her  justified  hyper- vigilance 
anticipating  the  next  outage  forces  Andrea  to  unplug  anything  of  value  every  time  she  leaves  home.  “This  is  one  of  the  many  hidden  costs  of  living 
on  Treasure  Island,”  said  Andrea  ruefully. 


When  PG&E  installed  the  wrong  transformer  on  a telephone  pole  behind  her  house,  the  company  blew  out  electrical  equipment  in  about  half  a 
dozen  rows  of  townhouses,  affecting  about  35  units.  Andrea’s  appliances  valued  at  $3,000  were  destroyed.  “A  lot  of  us  lost  thousands  of  dollars 
worth  of  appliances.  We  got  hardly  anything  back. 

“The  way  it  works  is,  if  you  roll  a brand  new  Mercedes  Benz  off  the  lot  and  get  into  an  accident,  even  with  good  insurance  you  receive  nowhere 
near  the  value  of  what  you  paid,”  she  said. 

Navy  and  RAB  board  double  talk  and  contradictions 

At  Restoration  Advisory  Board  meetings,  the  Navy  constantly  reassures  residents  the  island  is  safe;  they  are  cleaning  radiation  to  “safe”  levels. 
Simultaneously,  RAB  member  Dale  Smith  describes  seismic  instability  and  liquefaction. 

The  RAB  welcomes  the  public  to  meetings,  offering  email  updates,  a monthly  slick,  full-color  glossy  newsletter,  enormous  polychromatic  charts 
on  easels,  cookies  and  an  agenda.  They  repeat,  “We  want  more  residents  to  come.  We  want  your  input” 
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“At  meetings,  their  underlying  message  to  those  of  us  who  are  leery  is,  ‘If  you  don’t  know  that  it’s  safe  to  live  here,  it’s  because  YOU’RE  not  a 
scientist’  and  ‘You  couldn’t  POSSIBLY  understand  all  the  things  we  know,”’  said  Andrea. 


Seismic  instability  and  liquefaction 

Conversely,  after  Mirian  Saez  became  the  newly  appointed  island  director,  she 
announced  at  an  introductory  community  meeting  it  would  take  at  least  10  years  from 
the  moment  they  began  shoring  up  the  island  to  make  it  seismically  sound.  They 
haven’t  yet  begun. 

The  architects  and  engineers  at  the  Sept.  10  TIDA  meeting  told  Board  members  their 
extensive  redevelopment  plans  include  stabilizing  the  sand  and  gooey  mud  beneath  it  by 
employing  drill  devices  to  pound  water  out  of  these  two  highly  unstable  soil  types. 
Where  one  end  of  the  island  has  sunk  several  feet,  they  will  shore  it  up  and  erect 
buildings  on  the  flattened,  dehydrated  mud  and  sand.  Because  they  don’t  expect  Bay 
waters  to  rise  high  enough  to  endanger  the  island,  they  will  delay  sea  level  rise 
stratagems  until  century’s  end. 

“The  island  is  not  a bowl  of  dry  rocks  and  soil,”  said  Andrea.  “This  is  water  with  rocks 
and  soil  poured  on  top  of  it.” 

A pipefitter  friend  of  Andrea’s,  a San  Francisco  native,  described  original  island 


Prosperity  was  no  protection  from  liquefaction  when 
the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  on  Oct.  17, 1989,  liquefied 
the  landfill  that  San  Francisco’s  Marina  District  is  built 
on.  This  was  a three-story  building,  reduced  to  less  than 
one  story.  Other  homes  are  burning  in  the  background. 
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construction.  The  people  who  built  the  artificial  island  pouted  landfill  into  a ring  of 
rocks  they  left  full  of  water.  He  told  her,  ‘It’s  not  like  solid  landfill;  it’s  a bowl  of  jello.’ 

“It’s  liquid,”  she  said.  “If  you  dig  around  this  area  where  I live,  two  to  four  feet  down 
you’ll  find  water. 

“I  saw  a demonstration  on  TV,”  she  said.  “Take  a bowl,  fill  it  with  sand,  and  make  a 
little  mountain  in  the  middle.  Then  pour  water  in  the  bowl  so  there’s  a little  moat  around  the  sand  mountain.  Jiggle  the  bowl.  See  what  happens. 
The  sand  melts  into  the  water.” 

In  a 1 5-second  earthquake,  Treasure  Island  residents  will  be  no  safer  than  Marina  residents  in  1 989.  The  reason  is  liquefaction.  ‘This  is  a red 
zone,”  she  said.  “We’re  not  safe  here.  I can’t  get  a straight  answer  as  to  whether  or  not  our  homes  are  bolted  to  their  foundations.” 

Andrea  reprised  RAB  member  Dale  Smith’s  observation:  “‘When  we  have  a big  earthquake  here  - 7-point  something  or  higher  - because  it  is 
liquefaction  material,  significant  areas  of  this  island  will  boil,  split  and  spread.  Up  to  500  feet  of  shoreline  around  Treasure  Island  will  spread  into 
the  Bay.’” 

Tsunami  danger 

Andrea  recently  attended  a Neighborhood  Emergency  Response  Training  (NERT)  tsunami  workshop  in  a San  Francisco  auditorium. 

“I  took  copious  notes  and  have  all  the  handouts.  Among  other  tsunami  facts,  the  presenters  covered  what  will  happen  if  we  have  either  a large, 
local  earthquake  or  a large  distant  earthquake.” 

Two  expert  geologists  who  study  tsunamis  for  a living  did  “all  this  mapping  and  predicting”  of  hypothetical  scenarios. 

According  to  the  experts,  the  two  scenarios  most  likely  to  cause  a tsunami  in  San  Francisco  are  a large,  local  earthquake  lasting  60  seconds  or 
more  on  one  of  the  faults  running  under  (the  Bay  Area).  ...  Ora  stupendously  large  earthquake”  in  Alaska. 

The  geologists  said  that  just  the  right  kind  of  earthquake  - say,  an  8.0  in  Alaska  - in  just  the  right  place,  could  trigger  a 20-25  foot  tsunami  wave. 
As  the  wave  rides  under  the  Golden  Gate  Bridge,  it  will  be  reduced  to  just  9 feet  That  would  wipe  out  Alameda. 

If  a large  Alaska  earthquake  generates  a tsunami,  we  will  have  about  five  hours  before  the  wave  glides  under  the  Golden  Gate  and  slams  into  San 
Francisco. 

Officials  need  about  an  hour  to  get  their  act  together,  disseminate  announcements  and  start  evacuations.  ‘You  have  about  four  hours  to  get  out  of 
the  tsunami  zone,’  they  said. 

“What  about  Treasure  Island?”  Andrea  asked.  “The  geologists  admitted  that  they  hadn’t  thought  about  Treasure  Island.  Where’s  that?  Oh,  yeah! 
You’ll  be  inundated.  Treasure  Island  will  be  gone.’” 

Andrea  noted  that  the  ‘89  earthquake  lasted  1 5 seconds.  An  earthquake  close  to  a minute,  four  times  longer,  depending  on  which  fault  it  was  on, 
will  probably  trigger  a tsunami.  And  because  Treasure  Island  is  surrounded  by  water,  the  tsunami  could  come  from  any  direction. 

Man-made  causeway  on  stilts  would  crumble 

In  coastal  areas  like  San  Francisco  and  Alameda,  if  there’s  a large,  local  earthquake,  you  don’t  have  four  or  five  hours;  you  have  10  minutes  to 
move  to  higher  ground  from  the  tsunami  zone. 


Even  if  Lennar  makes  the  decision  to  build  thousands 
of  high-priced  condos  on  Treasure  Island,  it  will  be  no 
safer  than  the  Marina  in  an  earthquake.  - Photo:  Vince 
Maggiota 
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Treasure  Islanders  must  walk  to  escape  earthquakes:  Bob  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Redevelopment  coordinator,  tells  Treasure  Island  board  member 
Mark  Dunlop  that  in  an  earthquake,  island  residents  must  walk  a mile  to  safety. 

Two  barriers  prevent  escaping  Treasure  Island.  In  addition  to  a crumbled  Bay  Bridge,  the  long,  narrow  man-made  causeway  road  between  Yerba 
Buena  and  Treasure  Island  was  constructed  as  highly  vulnerable  scaffolding  elevated  on  stilts. 


Post-earthquake,  with  the  bridge  down  and  the  causeway  out  Treasure  Islanders  could  be  trapped  on  a splitting,  bubbling,  sinking  pile  o'f  mud.  The 
buildings  could  jump  off  their  foundations,  and  a tsunami  could  come  from  any  direction. 


If  Bob  Beck’s  scenario  were  realized,  Andrea  the  swimmer,  knows  that,  as  they  pick  their  way  across  the  fragile  island  to  the  old  1939  airplane 
hangar,  all  2,000  Treasure  Island  inhabitants  could  easily  be  sucked  into  the  dark  and  chilly  waters  of  San  Francisco  Bay. 

Carol  Harvey  is  a San  Francisco  political  journalist  specializing  in  human  rights  and  civil  rights.  She  can  be  reached  at 
carolharvevsFcti.vahoo.com. 
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LOCAL  VIDEO 


HONG  KONG  (CBS  SF)  — Protesters  in  Hong  Kong 
are  using  creative  jgtHs  0 to  coordinate  their 
demonstrations,  including  a San  Francisco-Bay  Area 
app  Firechat. 

Umbrellas  and  gngrj^Tgges  «*  were  the  weapons  of 
choice  for  protesters  trying  to  protect  themselves  from 
tear  gas  sprayed  by  police  into  crowds. 

Despite  attempts  by  Beijing  to  cut  off  internet  access 
and  stifle  communication  protesters  worked  around  the 
blackout  using  an  agg  0 created  on  Treasure  Island  in 
San  Francisco  Bay  by  a startup  company  named  Open 
Garden. 
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ie  to  communicate  even  with  no 
to  wifi  needed,  no  cellular  coverage," 
Open  Garden  co-founder  Stanislav  Shalunov  said. 

Users  can't  be  farther  than  100-feet  from  each  other, 
but  in  a huge  crowd  the  web  users  can  quickly  create  a 
massive  network  0. 

"People  in  Hong  Kong  who  are  protesting  for 
democracy  are  able  to  use  Firechat  in  a way  that  helps 
fight  oppression  against  their  internet  use.  We  can’t 
solve  their  problems,  but  at  least  we  can  help  with 
communication  0."  Shalunov  said. 
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Families  walk  on  sewage-saturated  rugs  for  three  weeks 
by  Carol  Harvey 
Reeves  Court  floods 

Trelease  Miller,  1126G  Reeves  Court,  woke  at  2:30  a.m.  Tuesday  to  find  water  pouting  out  of  her  first  floor  bathroom  toilet  bowl  two  inches  deep  into  the  hallway,  submerging  the  living  room  rug  and 
streaming  through  the  front  door  and  out  the  patio  door  into  the  backyard.  “It  covered  my  shoes,"  said  Miller. 
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Water  traversed  the  entire  width  of  the  unit,  surging  through  an  adjoining  wall  and  flooding  across  the  full  expanse  of  her  next  door  neighbor’s  apartment.  “This  is  the  biggest  one  we  had.” 

On  that  same  day,  Saturday,  Sept  20, 2014,  crowds  in  Clipper  Cove  bleachers  cheered  Chinese  Dragon  Boat  races,  completely  unaware  that,  at  that  same  moment,  on  the  island’s  far  end,  Treasure  Island 
residents  were  suffering  years  of  infrastructure  collapse  and  being  flooded  out. 

Infrastructure  collapse:  power  outages  and  flooding 

Three  days  previous,  on  Wednesday,  Sept.  17,  and  nine  days  later,  on  Friday,  Sept.  26,  two  more  power  outages  afflicted  islanders.  And,  from  Tuesday,  Sept.  16,  to  Friday,  Sept.  19,  daily  flooding  displaced 
Reeves  Court  residents. 

While  the  two  families  moved  boxes  of  belongings,  additional  daily  spills  continued.  Ten  people  - three  adults  and  seven  children  - suffered  stressful  displacement  to  alternate  island  locations. 

Flooding  history 

In  2012,  Miller  first  reported  the  same  toilet  bowl  overflowing  and  flooding  her  apartment. 

Two  years  later,  on  Aug.  29, 2014,  Miller  reported  the  toilet  gushing  brown  water  all  over  her  floors.  For  the  following  23  days,  these  10 
people  lived  in  rooms  with  sewage-saturated  mgs  and  mold-encrusted  walls.  “On  the  23rd  day,”  reported  Neprensah,  Trelease’s  next  door 
neighbor,  at  1 126F  Reeves  Court,  “we  had  three  floods  in  72  hours,”  Sept.  18  and  19, 2014. 

Trelease  stated  that  on  Aug.  29,  the  spill  “originally  came  out  the  toilet  bowl.  The  first  time  around  it  was  (sewage  water).  It  was  dirty.  It 
was  ridiculous.  It  just  ran  and  ran  and  ran.”  They  called  maintenance,  who  arrived  at  2:00  am.  They  could  clearly  observe  floating  fecal 


“He  (the  first  maintenance  man)  would  come  in  here  with  the  Wet  Vac,  suck  it  out  of  the  toilet,  go  empty  the  Wet  Vac,  and  by  the  time  he 
came  back,  it  was  pouring  again. 


Neplensah  Yarway,  35,  known  as  “Princess,”  was  told  at  the 
Emergency  Room  her  asthma  is  so  bad  that  in  case  of  another 
attack,  they’ll  have  to  put  her  on  life  support.  Inch-thick  mold  is 
growing  inside  her  walls.  - Photo:  Carol  Harvey 
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“That’s  all  he  could  do  until,  like,  the  other  maintenance  man  came  to  help  him  which  was  about  3:30  in  the  morning,  and  they  finally  shut  off  the  water.  It  was  also  floating  nasty-ass  brown  water 
Then  a new  series  of  deluges  began. 

“This  particular  round  started  four  days  ago,  Wed.  Sept.  17,”  Trelease  disclosed,  “and  has  been  flooding  daily  ever  since.  It  came  from  the  same  toilet.” 

When  the  spill  recurred  three  weeks  before,  workmen  ripped  out  mold-infested  baseboards.  All  that  did,”  said  Miller,  “was  make  it 

‘Two  years  ago  (when)  we  flooded,”  said  Trelease,  “(it  was)  the  same  problem.  They  just  didn’t  fix  it."  Frustrated  by  the  continued 
flooding,  she  hired  an  outside  plumber  who  forced  a camera-mounted  C-snake  into  her  pipes.  The  images  on  a television-like  screen  in 
her  apartment  showed  that  over  the  years,  spreading  tree  roots  had  grown  the  length  of  her  backyard.  Tight  tangles  wound  around  the 
pipes  and  burst  through  them,  blocking  the  flow.  With  no  place  to  go,  water  exploded  out  its  only  escape  route,  the  toilet  bowl. 


For  23  days  following  Aug.  29,  the  10  members  of  Trelease  Miller 

sewage-saturated  mgs  and  mold-encrusted  walls.  “On  the  23rd  day,” 
reported  Neprensah,  “we  had  three  floods  in  72  hours.”  - Photo: 
Carol  Harvey 


$ 


On  Friday,  Sept.  19,  her  housing  provider,  Community  Housing  Partnership,  sent  maintenance  staff.  “They  pulled  65  gallons  of  water  out  of  the  kitchen  vent  alone  yesterday,”  Trelease  stated.  Yet,  three  days 
after  the  flood  started,  Saturday,  Sept.  20,  a wet  trail  still  ran  into  the  backyard,  the  mg  remained  soggy  and,  in  living  room  and  kitchen  floor  vents,  deep  water  was  visible. 


Flooding,  radiation,  mold  trifecta 

Reeves  Court  is  mere  feet  from  Bigelow  Court,  which  is  so  radioactive  that,  following  Navy  decommissioning  in  1997,  no  civilians  were  allowed  to  occupy  the  former  military  bungalows  built  in  the  1960s. 

Proximity  to  Bigelow  Court,  one  of  the  most  toxic  island  sites,  makes  the  Reeves'Court  flooding  particularly  dangerous  for  families  nearby.  Groundwater  washes  radioactivity  and  chemical  contaminants  into 
affected  houses.  Then,  moisture-saturated  floors  and  walls  trigger  toxic  mold  spores,  rendering  the  situation  even  more  deadly. 

Black  mold  pandemic 

Miller  described  thick  black  mold  growth  spreading  through  the  space  between  the  two  apartments.  Though  Trelease  suffered  no  breathing  problems  six  years  ago  before  she  moved  to  the  island,  currently 
her  doctor  has  her  on  an  inhaler,  and  her  family  of  two  adults  and  two  children  cough  continuously. 
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Her  next  door  neighbor,  Neplensah,  bom  in  Bayview  Hunters  Point,  has  had  asthma  all  her  life.  Said  Trelease,  “They  just  broke  out  two  feet  of  (Neplensah’s)  wall  on  the  other  side  of  me,  and  it’s  furrier  than 
this  damn  rug.”  Concerned  for  her  neighbor,  Trelease  told  me,  “She  has  severe  asthma.”  She  held  her  thumb  and  forefinger  an  inch  apart.  “She  has  been  living  with  fur  at  least  this  thick  coming  out  of  the 


The  fur  comparison  is  accu 
disturbances  ranging  from  < 


irate.  The  toxic  black  mold,  Stachybotiys,  s 
coughing  to  death. 

came  the  other  day  and  they  were  busting  i 


stalks  bearing  slimy  heads  like  hunches  of  grapes.  Disturbing  the  spor 
all  over  here,  and  all  of  that  mold  started  crackling  and  sizzling  when 
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Groundwater  flooding  spreads  radiation 

She  told  me,  “I  started  getting  these  little  bald  spots  in  my  hair  on  the  top  and  on  the  sides  ‘cause  I’ve  been  playing  in  the  soil,  and  from  the  radiation  my  hair  is  falling  out.”  Brianna  refused  to  go  to  school 
out  of  embarrassment,  so  her  mom  braided  hair  over  the  spots. 

Asked  how  she  knew  it  was  radiation,  Brianna  answered,  “Because  the  people,  they  came  and  did  the  little  radiation  things  in  front  of  our  house”  where  the  soil  was  located. 


♦ 


Spiking  radiation  readings  have  been  recorded  on  this  play 
structure.  Though  kids  have  said  they  felt  sick  upon  contact  with 
it,  neither  the  Navy  nor  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
have  removed  it.  - Photo:  Carol  Harvey 


Carol  Harvey  is  a San  Francisco  political  journalist  specializing  in  hi 
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Vandals  cut  wires  near  Oracle  event,  cause  hours  long  power  outage 


By  David  Stevenson 
KTVU.com 

TREASURE  ISLAND,  Calif.  — A Ferris  wheel  erected  for  a Wednesday  night  Oracle  World  party,  stands  in  the  southeast  comer  of  San  Francisco's  Treasure  Island.  It’s  powered  b; 
generator,  brought  in  by  the  company.  The  aging  electrical  grid  on  the  island  is  vulnerable  to  frequent  outages,  caused  by  birds,  branches,  kites  and  occasionally,  vandalism. 

On  Friday  evening,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  officials  say  someone  used  a hacksaw  to  cut  1 2,000  volt  wires  in  an  electrical  switch  box,  a few  yards  from  the  site  of 
the  Oracle  event.  It  plunged  the  island  and  about  2,000  residents  into  darkness  from  7:30  until  midnight. 

SFPUC  officials  aren't  sure  of  the  motive  in  the  crime. 

"There's  a couple  of  ideas,"  said  SFPUC  spokesman  Tyrone  Jue.  "Oracle  World  was  going  on  but  they  weren't  even  running  off  our  power  lines-  they  had  separate  generators.  The 
second  is  they  might've  been  trying  to  look  for  copper." 

Treasure  Island  officials  said  equipment  upgrades  have  reduced  accidental  outages  by  more  than  half  from  2012  to  2013.  But  lately,  the  incidents  have  been  rising. 

"Over  the  last  six  weeks,  we've  had  three  outages  which  is.higher  than  the  pace  we  had  been  keeping,"  said  Treasure  Island  Director  Robert  Beck.  "We  have  fairly  antiquated 
infrastructure  and  we  have  all  overhead  electrical  lines.  Whereas  in  the  future,  the  new  development  will  have  all  underground  electrical  cables." 

The  SFPUC  said  whoever  cut  the  wires  Friday  is  lucky  to  be  alive. 

"Not  a very  smart  thing  to  do  and  frankly  we  were  suprised  we  didn't  find  a dead  body  next  to  the  switch,"  said  Jue. 

More  News 
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AGENDA  ITEM  6b 

Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Meeting  of  October  8,  2014 


Subject:  Resolution  approving  and  authorizing  the  execution  of  Sublease  No.  898  with  the 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department,  for  land  located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th 
Streets,  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  California. 

Contact:  Richard  A.  Rovetti,  Deputy  Director  of  Real  Estate 

Phone:  415-274-3365 


BACKGROUND 

For  over  15  years,  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  (“SFFD”)  has  provided  fire  suppression 
and  medical  emergency  services  to  residents  and  visitors  of  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands 
from  Station  48  located  at  Building  157,  Treasure  Island.  Historically,  SFFD  provides  these 
comprehensive  firefighting  and  emergency  response  services  to  the  Island  community  and 
general  public  in  exchange  for  utilizing  Building  157.  SFFD  operates  4 pieces  of  equipment 
from  Station  48  including  an  aerial  truck,  an  engine,  a hose  tender  and  an  ambulance;  along  with 
housing  40  firefighters  on  rotating  shifts,  with  1 1 working  24hour  shifts,  7 days  per  week.  This  is 
the  only  fire  house  serving  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands. 

In  March  2014,  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (the  “Authority”)  received  notice 
from  SFFD  that  recent  mold  surveys  of  the  Station  48  facility  conducted  by  SFFD  contractor 
indicated  significant  mold  contamination.  As  a result,  the  facility  is  not  suitable  for  SFFD 
operations,  and  on  March  7,  2014,  SFFD  temporarily  relocated  operations  from  Station  48  to  the 
Fire  Training  Facility,  Building  600,  located  at  750  Avenue,  Treasure  Island.  This  move  has  not 
compromised  public  safety  on  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands  nor  has  it  impacted  on-Island 
response  time  due  to  relocation. 

Permanent  SFFD  Facilities 

The  Disposition  and  Development  Agreement  calls  for  the  construction  of  a new  joint-use  Police 
and  Fire  Services  Facility  in  the  Island  Center  neighborhood  on  Avenue  E north  of  California 
Avenue.  The  obligation  of  Treasure  Island  Community  Development  (“TICD”)  to  deliver  the 
Police  and  Fire  Services  Facility  is  tied  to  the  issuance  of  the  building  permit  for  the  2,500th 
residential  unit,  and  provides  for  the  facility  to  be  delivered  planned,  designed  and  constructed 
within  42  months.  TICD  forecasts  bringing  the  2,500th  unit  to  market  in  mid-late  2021 . 
Anticipating  that  the  building  permit  is  issued  about  1 8 months  before  the  unit  is  completed; 
Project  Staff  anticipates  that  the  42  month  schedule  for  delivering  the  new  facility  would  begin 
in  early  2020  and  the  new  Police  and  Fire  Services  Facility  would  be  completed  in  mid-late 
2023. 
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In  an  effort  to  ensure  continuity  of  operations  for  Station  48,  the  Authority  and  SFFD  have  been 
working  cooperatively  to  identify  a more  suitable  location  to  erect  modular  facilities  in  order  to 
create  a temporary  fire  station.  The  area  identified  to  be  most  suitable  is  approximately  1 8,000 
square  feet  of  land  located  at  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  currently  a portion  of  the 
Ship  Shape  Community  Center  and  YMCA  Gymnasium  parking  lot.  The  Treasure  Island 
Homeless  Development  Initiative  (“TIHDI”)  and  YMCA  have  determined  that  the  temporary 
loss  of  this  portion  of  parking  lot  will  have  no  negative  impact  on  their  respective  operations. 

SFFD  is  requesting  to  enter  into  a new  sublease  for  approximately  18,000  square  feet  of  land 
located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  Treasure  Island,  in  order  to  develop  temporary 
facilities  for  Station  48  commencing  November  1,  2014. 


SUBLEASE  TERMS  AND  CONDITIONS 

SFFD  will  sign  the  Authority’s  standard  form  Sublease  document.  The  salient  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  proposed  Sublease  include  the  following: 


Premises  Approximately  eighteen  thousand  (1 8,000) 

square  feet  of  land  located  on  Avenue  I 
between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  Treasure  Island, 
San  Francisco,  California,  as  more  particularly 
shown  on  Exhibit  B.  attached  hereto. 

Location:  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets 


Commencement  Date: 
Lease  Expiration  Date: 
Lease  Term: 

Base  Rent: 

Use: 

Security  Deposit: 


November  1,  2014 
November  30,  2015 
Month-to-Month 
Waived 

Operation  of  Station  48  on  Treasure  Island 
only  and  for  no  other  purpose. 

Waived 


FINANCIAL  IMPACT 

Neither  revenue,  nor  capital  expenditures  were  budgeted  for  this  land  for  FY  2014-2015.  This 
transaction  will  have  no  impact  on  the  FY  2014-2015  budget. 


RECOMMENDATION 

The  Authority  Staff  recommends  that  the  Authority  Board  of  Directors  approve  the  proposed 
Sublease  with  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the 
San  Francisco  Fire  Department,  and  authorize  the  Treasure  Island  Director  or  his  designee  to 
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execute  said  Sublease  for  approximately  eighteen  thousand  (18,000)  square  feet  of  land  located 
on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  Treasure  or  land  located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and 
1 1th  Streets,  Treasure  Island,  for  a month-to-month  term  and  subject  to  the  additional  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  above. 

EXHIBIT 

EXHIBIT  A - Sublease  between  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and  the  City  and 

County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San  Francisco 
Fire  Department 


Prepared  by:  Richard  A.  Rovetti,  Deputy  Director  of  Real  Estate 
For:  Robert  P.  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 
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SUBLEASE  No.  898 


between 

TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
as  Sublandlord 
and 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
On  behalf  of  San  Francisco  Fire  Department 

as  Subtenant 
For  the  Sublease  of 

Land  located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  11th  Streets 

Treasure  Island  Naval  Station 
San  Francisco,  California 


November  1,  2014 


TREASURE  ISLAND  SUBLEASE 
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TREASURE  ISLAND  SUBLEASE 


THIS  SUBLEASE  (the  "Sublease"),  dated  for  reference  purposes  only  as  of 
November  1,  2014,  is  by  and  between  the  TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY,  a California  public  benefit  nonprofit  corporation  (“Sublandlord”),  and  CITY 
AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San  Francisco 
Fire  Department  (“Subtenant”).  From  time  to  time,  Sublandlord  and  Subtenant  together  shall  be 
referred  to  herein  as  the  “Parties”. 

This  Sublease  is  made  with  reference  to  the  following  facts  and  circumstances: 

A.  The  United  States  of  America,  acting  by  and  through  the  Department  of 
Navy  (“Master  Landlord”)  and  Sublandlord  entered  into  a lease  dated  November  14,  1998,  as 
amended  from  time  to  time  (the  “Master  Lease”),  a copy  of  which  is  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibit  A.  Under  the  Master  Lease,  the  Master  Landlord  leased  to  Sublandlord  certain  real 
property  located  on  Treasure  Island  Naval  Station  (the  “Property”),  as  more  particularly 
described  in  the  Master  Lease. 

B.  The  Property  consist  of  approximately  eighteen  thousand  (1 8,000)  square 
feet  of  land  located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  as 
more  particularly  shown  on  the  maps  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B (the  “Premises). 

C.  Subtenant  desires  to  sublet  from  Sublandlord,  and  Sublandlord  is  willing 
to  sublet  to  Subtenant,  a portion  of  the  Property  on  the  terms  and  conditions  contained  in  this 
Sublease. 


NOW  THEREFORE,  Sublandlord  and  Subtenant  hereby  agree  as  follows: 

1.  BASIC  SUBLEASE  INFORMATION 

The  following  is  a summary  of  basic  sublease  information  (the  "Basic  Sublease 
Information").  Each  item  below  shall  be  deemed  to  incorporate  all  of  the  terms  of  this  Sublease 
pertaining  to  such  item.  In  the  event  of  any  conflict  between  the  information  in  this  Section  and 
any  more  specific  provision  of  this  Sublease,  the  more  specific  provision  shall  control. 

Sublease  Reference  Date:  November  1,  2014 

Sublandlord: 
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TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY,  a California  public  benefit 
nonprofit  corporation 


Subtenant: 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO, 
a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department. 

Subleased  Premises  (Section  2.1): 

Approximately  eighteen  thousand  (18,000) 
square  feet  of  land  located  on  Avenue  I 
between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  Treasure  Island, 
San  Francisco,  California,  all  as  more 
particularly  shown  on  Exhibit  B attached 
hereto  and  made  a part  hereof. 

Facility: 

Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets 

Term:  (Section  4.1): 

Commencement  date:  November  1,  2014 
Expiration  date:  November  30,  2015 

Notwithstanding  anything  in  this  Sublease  to 
the  contrary,  either  Sublandlord  or  Subtenant, 
in  its  sole  discretion,  may  terminate  this 
Sublease  for  any  reason  upon  delivery  of  not 
less  than  thirty  (30)  days'  prior  written  notice  to 
the  other  party. 

Base  Rent  (Section  5.1): 

Waived 

Rent  Adjustment  Date(s)  (Section  5.2): 

Not  applicable 

Rent  Increase  Percentage  (Section  5.2): 

Not  applicable 

Use  (Section  7.1): 

Operation  of  Station  48  on  Treasure  Island 
only  and  for  no  other  purpose. 

Repair  Amount  (Section  13.1): 

N/A 

Security  Deposit  (Section  19.3): 

Waived 

2 


Notice  Address  of  Sublandlord  (Section  21.1). 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

Treasure  Island  Project  Office 

One  Avenue  of  Palms 

Building  1,  2nd  Floor 

Treasure  Island 

San  Francisco,  CA  94130 

Attn:  MirianSaez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 
Fax  No.:  415-274-0299 


with  a copy  to: 

Office  of  the  City  Attorney 
City  Hall,  Room  234 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Attn:  Charles  Sullivan 
Fax  No.:  (415)  554-4755 


Notice  Address  of  Subtenant  (Section  21.1). 


Kenneth  Lombardi 

Assistant  Deputy  Chief 

San  Francisco  Fire  Department 

698  2nd  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 

Telephone  No.  (415)  674-5066 

Email,  ken .lombardi @sfgov .org 


Real  Estate  Division 

With  a copy  to:  city  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Attention:  Marta  A.  Bayol 
Telephone  No.  (415)  554-9865 
Email.  Marta.Bayol@sfgov.org 


Notice  Address  of  Master  Landlord 
(Section  21.1): 


Department  of  The  Navy 
Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
Program  Management  Office  West 
1455  Frazee  Road,  Suite  900 
San  Diego,  CA  92108-4310 
Fax#:  (619)  532-9858 
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2.  PREMISES 

2.1.  Subleased  Premises.  Subject  to  the  terms,  covenants  and  conditions  of  this  Sublease, 
Sublandlord  subleases  to  Subtenant  the  Premises.  Subtenant  shall  have  the  non-exclusive  right 
to  use,  together  with  other  subtenants  in  the  Facility,  the  lobbies,  corridors,  elevators,  stairways 
and  other  public  areas  of  the  Facility  and  the  Property  (collectively,  the  "Common  Areas"),  and 
the  non-exclusive  right  of  access  to  and  from  the  Premises  by  the  main  entrances  to  the  Facility 
and  the  Property. 

In  the  event  Subtenant  uses  or  occupies  space  outside  the  Premises  without  the  prior 
written  consent  of  Sublandlord  (the  "Encroachment  Area"),  then  upon  written  notice  from 
Sublandlord  ("Notice  to  Vacate"),  Subtenant  shall  immediately  vacate  such  Encroachment  Area 
and  pay  as  additional  rent  for  each  day  Subtenant  used,  occupied,  uses  or  occupies  such 
Encroachment  Area,  an  amount  equal  to  the  rentable  square  footage  of  the  Encroachment  Area, 
multiplied  by  the  higher  of  the  (a)  highest  rental  rate  then  approved  by  Sublandlord's  Board  of 
Directors  for  the  Premises  or  the  Facility,  or  (b)  then  current  fair  market  rent  for  such 
Encroachment  Area,  as  reasonably  determined  by  Sublandlord  (the  "Encroachment  Area 
Charge").  If  Subtenant  uses  or  occupies  such  Encroachment  Area  for  a fractional  month,  then  the 
Encroachment  Area  Charge  for  such  period  shall  be  prorated  based  on  a thirty  (30)  day  month. 

In  no  event  shall  acceptance  by  Sublandlord  of  the  Encroachment  Area  Charge  be  deemed  a 
consent  by  Sublandlord  to  the  use  or  occupancy  of  the  Encroachment  Area  by  Subtenant  or  a 
waiver  (or  be  deemed  as  waiver)  by  Sublandlord  of  any  and  all  other  rights  and  remedies  of 
Sublandlord  under  this  Sublease  (including  Subtenant's  obligation  to  indemnify,  defend  and  hold 
Sublandlord  harmless  as  set  forth  in  the  last  paragraph  of  this  Section  2.1),  at  law  or  in  equity. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  amount,  Subtenant  shall  pay  to  Sublandlord,  as  additional 
rent,  an  amount  equaling  Two  Hundred  Dollars  ($200.00)  upon  delivery  of  the  initial  Notice  to 
Vacate  plus  the  actual  cost  associated  with  a survey  of  the  Encroachment  Area.  In  the  event 
Sublandlord  determines  during  subsequent  inspection(s)  that  Subtenant  has  failed  to  vacate  the 
Encroachment  Area,  then  Subtenant  shall  pay  to  Sublandlord,  as  additional  rent,  an  amount 
equaling  Three  Hundred  Dollars  ($300.00)  for  each  additional  Notice  to  Vacate,  if  applicable, 
delivered  by  Sublandlord  to  Subtenant  following  each  inspection.  The  parties  agree  that  the 
charges  associated  with  each  inspection  of  the  Encroachment  Area,  delivery  of  each  Notice  to 
Vacate  and  survey  of  the  Encroachment  Area  represent  a fair  and  reasonable  estimate  of  the 
administrative  cost  and  expense  which  Sublandlord  will  incur  by  reason  of  Sublandlord's 
inspection  of  the  Premises,  issuance  of  each  Notice  to  Vacate  and  survey  of  the  Encroachment 
Area.  Subtenant's  failure  to  comply  with  the  applicable  Notice  to  Vacate  and  Sublandlord's  right 
to  impose  the  foregoing  charges  shall  be  in  addition  to  and  not  in  lieu  of  any  and  all  other  rights 
and  remedies  of  Sublandlord  under  this  Sublease,  at  law  or  in  equity.  The  amounts  set  forth  in 
this  Section  2.1  shall  be  due  within  three  (3)  business  days  following  the  applicable  Notice  to 
Vacate  and/or  separate  invoice  relating  to  the  actual  cost  associated  with  a survey  of  the 
Encroachment  Area. 


In  addition  to  the  rights  and  remedies  of  Sublandlord  as  set  forth  in  the  immediately 
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foregoing  two  paragraphs  of  this  Section  2.1.  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  indemnity  and 
exculpation  provision  set  forth  in  Section  16  below  shall  also  apply  to  Subtenant's  use  and 
occupancy  of  the  Encroachment  Area  as  if  the  Premises  originally  included  the  Encroachment 
Area,  and  Subtenant  shall  additionally  indemnify,  defend  and  hold  Sublandlord  harmless  from 
and  against  any  and  all  loss  or  liability  resulting  from  delay  by  Subtenant  in  so  surrendering  the 
Encroachment  Area  including,  without  limitation,  any  loss  or  liability  resulting  from  any  claims 
against  Sublandlord  made  by  any  tenant  or  prospective  tenant  founded  on  or  resulting  from  such 
delay  and  losses  to  Sublandlord  due  to  lost  opportunities  to  lease  any  portion  of  the 
Encroachment  Area  to  any  such  tenant  or  prospective  tenant,  together  with,  in  each  case,  actual 
attorneys’  fees  and  costs. 

By  placing  their  initials  below,  each  party  specifically  confirms  the  accuracy  of  the 
statements  made  in  this  Section  2.1  and  the  reasonableness  of  the  amount  of  the  charges 
described  in  this  Section  2.1. 

Initials:  Sublandlord  Subtenant 

2.2.  As  Is  Condition  of  Premises. 


(a)  Inspection  of  Premises.  Subtenant  represents  and  warrants  that  Subtenant  has  conducted 
a thorough  and  diligent  inspection  and  investigation,  either  independently  or  through  its  officers, 
directors,  employees,  agents,  affiliates,  subsidiaries,  licensees  and  contractors,  and  their 
respective  heirs,  legal  representatives,  successors  and  assigns,  and  each  of  them  (“Subtenant's 
Agents”),  of  the  Premises  and  the  suitability  of  the  Premises  for  Subtenant's  intended  use. 
Subtenant  is  fully  aware  of  the  needs  of  its  operations  and  has  determined,  based  solely  on  its 
own  investigation,  that  the  Premises  are  suitable  for  its  operations  and  intended  uses.  As  part  of 
its  inspection  of  the  Premises,  Subtenant  acknowledges  its  receipt  and  review  of  the  Seismic 
Report  referenced  in  Section  2.2(c)  below  and  the  Joint  Inspection  Report  referenced  in  Section  6 
of  the  Master  Lease. 

(b)  As  Is;  Disclaimer  of  Representations.  Subtenant  acknowledges  and  agrees  that  the 
Premises  are  being  subleased  and  accepted  in  their  "AS  IS,  WITH  ALL  FAULTS"  condition, 
without  representation  or  warranty  of  any  kind,  and  subject  to  all  applicable  laws,  statutes, 
ordinances,  resolutions,  regulations,  proclamations,  orders  or  decrees  of  any  municipal,  county, 
state  or  federal  government  or  other  governmental  or  regulatory  authority  with  jurisdiction  over 
the  Premises,  or  any  portion  thereof,  whether  currently  in  effect  or  adopted  in  the  future  and 
whether  or  not  in  the  contemplation  of  the  Parties,  including  without  limitation  the  orders  and 
citations  of  any  regulatory  authority  with  jurisdiction  over  life  and  safety  issues  concerning  the 
Premises  governing  the  use,  occupancy,  management,  operation  and  possession  of  the  Premises 
(“Laws”).  Without  limiting  the  foregoing,  this  Sublease  is  made  subject  to  any  and  all  covenants, 
conditions,  restrictions,  easements  and  other  title  matters  affecting  the  Premises,  or  any  portion 
thereof,  whether  or  not  of  record.  Subtenant  acknowledges  and  agrees  that  neither  Sublandlord, 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (“City”),  nor  any  of  their  respective  officers,  directors, 
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employees,  agents,  affiliates,  subsidiaries,  licensees  or  contractors,  or  their  respective  heirs,  legal 
representatives,  successors  and  assigns  (“Sublandlord’s  Agents”)  have  made,  and  Sublandlord 
hereby  disclaims,  any  representations  or  warranties,  express  or  implied,  concerning  (i)  title  or 
survey  matters  affecting  the  Premises,  (ii)  the  physical,  geological,  seismological  or 
environmental  condition  of  the  Premises,  including,  without  limitation,  the  matters  described  in 
the  Seismic  Report  (as  defined  below),  (iii)  the  quality,  nature  or  adequacy  of  any  utilities  serving 
the  Premises,  (iv)  the  feasibility,  cost  or  legality  of  constructing  any  Alterations  on  the  Premises 
if  required  for  Subtenant's  use  and  permitted  under  this  Sublease,  (v)  the  safety  of  the  Premises, 
whether  for  the  use  by  Subtenant  or  any  other  person,  including  Subtenant’s  Agents  or 
Subtenant’s  clients,  customers,  vendors,  invitees,  guests,  members,  licensees,  assignees  or 
subtenants  (“Subtenant’s  Invitees”),  or  (vi)  any  other  matter  whatsoever  relating  to  the  Premises 
or  their  use,  including,  without  limitation,  any  implied  warranties  of  merchantability  or  fitness 
for  a particular  purpose. 

(c)  Seismic  Report.  Without  limiting  Section  2.2(b)  above,  Subtenant  expressly 
acknowledges  for  itself  and  Subtenant’s  Agents  that  it  received  and  read  that  certain  report  dated 
August  1995,  entitled  “ Treasure  Island  Reuse  Plan:  Physical  Characteristics,  Building  and 
Infrastructure  Conditions,  ” prepared  for  the  Office  of  Military  Base  Conversion,  Department  of 
City  Planning,  and  the  Redevelopment  Agency  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the 
“Seismic  Report”),  a copy  of  the  cover  page  of  which  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C.  Subtenant 
has  had  an  adequate  opportunity  to  review  the  Seismic  Report  with  expert  consultants  of  its  own 
choosing.  The  Seismic  Report,  among  other  matters,  describes  the  conditions  of  the  soils  of  the 
Property  and  points  out  that  in  the  area  of  the  Property  where  the  Premises  are  located,  an 
earthquake  of  magnitude  7 or  greater  is  likely  to  cause  the  ground  under  and  around  the  Premises 
to  spread  laterally  to  a distance  of  ten  (10)  or  more  feet  and/or  result  in  other  risks.  In  that  event, 
there  is  a significant  risk  that  any  structures  or  improvements  located  on  or  about  the  Premises, 
may  fail  structurally  and  collapse. 

3.  COMPLIANCE  WITH  MASTER  LEASE 

3.1.  Incorporation  by  Reference.  All  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Master  Lease  are 
hereby  incorporated  by  reference  into  this  Sublease  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein. 

3.2.  Performance  of  Master  Landlord's  Obligations.  Sublandlord  does  not  assume  the 
obligations  of  Master  Landlord  under  the  Master  Lease.  With  respect  to  work,  services,  repairs, 
restoration,  the  provision  of  utilities  or  HVAC  services,  or  the  performance  of  any  other 
obligations  required  of  Master  Landlord  under  the  Master  Lease,  Sublandlord's  sole  obligation 
with  respect  thereto  shall  be  to  request  the  same,  on  request  in  writing  by  Subtenant,  and  to  use 
reasonable  efforts  to  obtain  the  same  from  Master  Landlord.  Subtenant  shall  cooperate  with 
Sublandlord  as  may  be  required  to  obtain  from  Master  Landlord  any  such  work,  services,  repairs, 
repainting,  restoration,  the  provision  of  utilities  or  HVAC  services,  or  the  performance  of  any  of 
Master  Landlord's  obligations  under  the  Master  Lease. 
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3.3.  Conflict.  If  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  Sublease  conflict  with  any  portion  of  the  Master 
Lease  as  incorporated  herein,  then  the  terms  of  the  Master  Lease  shall  govern. 


3.4.  Compliance  with  Master  Lease.  Subtenant  shall  not  do  or  permit  to  be  done  anything 
which  would  constitute  a violation  or  a breach  of  any  of  the  terms,  conditions  or  provisions  of  the 
Master  Lease  or  which  would  cause  the  Master  Lease  to  be  terminated  or  forfeited  by  virtue  of 
any  rights  of  termination  reserved  by  or  vested  in  the  Master  Landlord. 


4.  TERM 

4.1.  Term  of  Sublease.  The  term  of  this  Sublease  (the  “Term”)  shall  commence  on  the 
Commencement  Date  set  forth  in  the  Basic  Sublease  Information,  and  expire  on  the  Expiration 
Date  set  forth  in  the  Basic  Sublease  Information,  unless  sooner  terminated  pursuant  to  the  terms 
of  this  Sublease. 

4.2.  Effective  Date.  This  Sublease  shall  become  effective  on  the  date  (the  "Effective  Date") 
upon  the  later  of  (i)  the  Parties'  execution  and  delivery  of  this  Sublease,  (ii)  Sublandlord's  Board 
of  Director's  approval  of  this  Sublease  at  a duly  noticed  meeting,  if  such  approval  is  required,  or 
(iii)  the  Commencement  Date. 

4.3.  Automatic  Termination.  If  the  Master  Lease  terminates  in  whole  or  in  part  affecting 
these  Premises  for  any  reason  whatsoever,  this  Sublease  shall  automatically  terminate  and  the 
Parties  shall  thereafter  be  relieved  from  all  liabilities  and  obligations  under  this  Sublease,  except 
for  liabilities  and  obligations  which  expressly  survive  termination  of  this  Sublease.  Subtenant 
acknowledges  and  agrees  that  it  has  reviewed  the  Master  Lease,  is  aware  of  the  circumstances 
upon  which  the  Master  Lease  may  be  terminated  and  hereby  assumes  all  risks  associated  with  the 
automatic  termination  of  this  Sublease  because  of  the  termination  of  the  Master  Lease. 

4.4.  Termination.  As  set  forth  in  the  Basic  Sublease  Information  (Term),  either  Sublandlord 
or  Subtenant,  each  in  their  sole  discretion,  may  terminate  this  Sublease  for  any  reason  without 
liability  or  expense  upon  delivery  of  not  less  than  thirty  (30)  days'  prior  written  notice  to  the  other 
party.  Subtenant  agrees  and  shall  be  required  to  surrender  possession  of  the  Premises  by  the  end 
of  such  thirty  (30)  day  period. 

4.5.  No  Relocation  Assistance;  Waiver  of  Claims.  Subtenant  acknowledges  that  Subtenant 
has  previously  been  informed  that  the  Property  subject  to  this  Sublease  is  part  of  an  area  that  is 
proposed  for  redevelopment  and  that  this  Sublease  may  be  terminated  by  Sublandlord  or 
Subtenant  may  be  required  to  move  from  the  Property  to  accommodate  the  redevelopment  project. 
Subtenant  acknowledges  that,  if  this  Sublease  is  terminated  or  Subtenant  is  asked  to  move,  it  will 
not  be  a displaced  person  as  that  term  is  defined  under  the  California  Government  Code  Section 
7260  et  seq.  ("California  Relocation  Act")  and  the  Uniform  Relocation  Assistance  and  Real 
Property  Policies  Act,  42  U.S.  C.  4601  et  seq.  ("URA"),  and  that  Subtenant  will  not  be  entitled  to 
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any  relocation  benefits  provided  under  the  California  Relocation  Act  and  the  URA,  including  any 
moving  expenses,  reimbursement  for  costs  associated  with  increased  rent,  loss  of  goodwill  or 
other  costs  related  to  the  termination  of  Subtenant's  Lease  and  Subtenant's  relocation  from  the 
Premises.  Subtenant  fully  RELEASES,  WAIVES  AND  DISCHARGES  forever  any  and  all 
claims  against,  and  covenants  not  to  sue,  Sublandlord,  its  departments,  commissions,  officers, 
directors  and  employees,  agents,  contractors  and  successors  and  assigns  and  all  persons  acting  by, 
through  or  under  each  of  them,  under  any  laws,  including,  without  limitation,  any  and  all  claims 
for  relocation  benefits  or  assistance  from  Sublandlord  under  federal  and  state  relocation  assistance 
laws  (including,  but  not  limited  to,  California  Government  Code  Section  7260,  et  seq.,  and  the 
Uniform  Relocation  Assistance  and  Real  Property  Acquisition  Policies  Act,  42  U.S.C.  4601,  et 
seq.). 


Initials:  Subtenant 

5.  RENT 

5.1.  Base  Rent.  Throughout  the  Term,  beginning  on  the  Commencement  Date,  Subtenant 
shall  pay  to  Sublandlord  Base  Rent  in  the  amount  setTorth  in  the  Basic  Sublease  Information. 
Base  Rent  shall  be  paid  to  Sublandlord  without  prior  demand  and  without  any  deduction,  setoff, 
or  counterclaim  whatsoever.  Base  Rent  shall  be  payable  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  each  month, 
in  advance,  at  the  Notice  Address  of  Sublandlord  provided  in  Section  21.1  hereof  or  such  other 
place  as  Sublandlord  may  designate  in  writing.  If  the  Commencement  Date  occurs  on  a date 
other  than  the  first  day  of  a calendar  month,  or  the  Sublease  terminates  on  a day  other  than  the 
last  day  of  a calendar  month,  then  the  monthly  payment  of  Base  Rent  for  such  fractional  month 
shall  be  prorated  based  on  a thirty  (30)  day  month. 

If  Sublandlord,  in  its  sole  and  absolute  discretion,  approves  an  extension  of  the  Sublease  Term 
beyond  November  30,  2015,  then  the  Base  Rent  for  Premises  shall  be  no  less  than  the  following 
schedule  unless  approved  by  the  Sublandlord  in  its  sole  and  absolute  discretion: 

December  1,  2015  to  November  30,  2016  - Two  Thousand  and  Five  Hundred  Dollars 
($2,500.00)  per  month  or  $0.24  per  square  foot  per  month. 


5.2.  Adjustments  in  Base  Rent.  If  this  Sublease  has  not  been  terminated,  then  on  each  Rent 
Adjustment  Date  set  forth  in  the  Basic  Sublease  Information,  the  Base  Rent  shall  be  increased  by 
the  Rent  Increase  Percentage  set  forth  in  the  Basic  Lease  Information. 

5.3.  Additional  Charges.  In  addition  to  Base  Rent,  Subtenant  shall  pay  all  other  charges 
related  to  the  Premises  otherwise  payable  by  Subtenant  to  Sublandlord  hereunder,  including, 
without  limitation,  all  late  charges  and  default  interest  attributable  to  late  payments  and/or 
defaults  of  Subtenant  hereunder,  all  utility  charges,  and  any  amounts  other  than  Base  Rent  that 
shall  become  due  and  payable  by  Subtenant  under  this  Sublease  (together,  the  “Additional 


Charges”).  Together,  Base  Rent  and  Additional  Charges  shall  hereinafter  be  referred  to  as  the 
“Rent”. 

5.4.  Late  Charge.  If  Subtenant  fails  to  pay  any  Rent  within  ten  (10)  days  after  the  date  the 
same  is  due  and  payable,  such  unpaid  amount  will  be  subject  to  a late  payment  charge  equal  to 
six  percent  (6%)  of  the  unpaid  amount  in  each  instance.  The  late  payment  charge  has  been 
agreed  upon  by  Sublandlord  and  Subtenant,  after  negotiation,  as  a reasonable  estimate  of  the 
additional  administrative  costs  and  detriment  that  Sublandlord  will  incur  as  a result  of  any  such 
failure  by  Subtenant,  the  actual  costs  thereof  being  extremely  difficult  if  not  impossible  to 
determine.  The  late  payment  charge  constitutes  liquidated  damages  to  compensate  Sublandlord 
for  its  damages  resulting  from  such  failure  to  pay  and  Subtenant  shall  promptly  pay  such  charge 
to  Sublandlord  together  with  such  unpaid  amount. 

5.5.  Default  Interest.  If  any  Rent  is  not  paid  within  ten  (10)  days  following  the  due  date, 
such  unpaid  amount  shall  bear  interest  from  the  due  date  until  paid  at  the  rate  of  ten  percent 
(10%)  per  year.  However,  interest  shall  not  be  payable  on  late  charges  incurred  by  Subtenant  nor 
on  any  amounts  on  which  late  charges  are  paid  by  Subtenant  to  the  extent  this  interest  would 
cause  the  total  interest  to  be  in  excess  of  that  which  an  individual  is  lawfully  permitted  to  charge. 
Payment  of  interest  shall  not  excuse  or  cure  any  default  by  Subtenant. 

6.  TAXES,  ASSESSMENTS  AND  OTHER  EXPENSES 

6.1.  Taxes  and  Assessments,  Licenses,  Permit  Fees  and  Liens. 

(a)  Payment  Responsibility.  Subtenant  shall  pay  any  and  all  real  and  personal  property 
taxes,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  possessory  interest  taxes,  general  and  special  assessments, 
excises,  licenses,  permit  fees  and  other  charges  and  impositions  of  every  description  levied  on  or 
assessed  against  the  Premises,  any  Alterations,  Subtenant's  Personal  Property,  or  Subtenant's  use 
of  the  Premises  or  any  Alterations  during  the  Term.  Subtenant  shall  make  all  such  payments 
directly  to  the  charging  authority  when  due  and  payable  and  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to 
delinquency.  However,  with  respect  to  real  property  taxes  and  assessments  levied  on  or  assessed 
against  the  Premises  for  which  Sublandlord  receives  the  tax  bill  directly  from  the  taxing 
authority,  Subtenant  shall  reimburse  Sublandlord  for  payment  of  such  sums  immediately  upon 
demand. 

(b)  Taxability  of  Possessory  Interest.  Without  limiting  the  foregoing,  Subtenant  recognizes 
and  agrees  that  this  Sublease  may  create  a possessory  interest  subject  to  property  taxation  and 
that  Subtenant  may  be  subject  to  the  payment  of  property  taxes  levied  on  such  interest. 

(c)  No  Liens.  Subtenant  shall  not  allow  or  suffer  a lien  for  any  taxes  payable  by  Subtenant 
hereunder  to  be  imposed  upon  the  Premises  or  upon  any  equipment  or  other  property  located 
thereon  without  discharging  the  same  as  soon  as  practicable,  and  in  no  event  subsequent  to 
delinquency. 
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(d)  Reporting  Information.  Subtenant  agrees  to  provide  such  information  as  Sublandlord 
may  request  to  enable  Sublandlord  to  comply  with  any  possessory  interest  tax  reporting 
requirements  applicable  to  this  Sublease. 

6.2.  Evidence  of  Payment.  Subtenant  shall,  upon  Sublandlord’s  request,  furnish  to 
Sublandlord  within  ten  (10)  days  after  the  date  when  any  charges  are  due  and  payable,  official 
receipts  of  the  appropriate  taxing  authority  or  other  evidence  reasonably  satisfactory  to 
Sublandlord,  evidencing  payment  thereof. 

7.  USE;  COVENANTS  TO  PROTECT  PREMISES 

7.1.  Subtenant's  Permitted  Use.  Subtenant  may  use  the  Premises  for  the  Permitted  Use  set 
forth  in  the  Basic  Sublease  Information,  but  for  no  other  purpose  without  the  prior  written 
consent  of  Sublandlord,  which  consent  may  be  given  or  withheld  in  Sublandlord's  sole  and 
absolute  discretion. 

7.2.  Subtenant's  Access  to  the  Premises.  As  provided  in  Section  30  of  the  Master  Lease, 
Subtenant  shall  have  access  to  the  Premises  on  a 24-hours  per  day,  seven  days  a week  basis; 
provided,  however,  Subtenant  shall  coordinate  such  access  with  the  local  representative  of 
Master  Landlord. 

7.3.  Rules  and  Regulations.  Subtenant  agrees  to  adhere  to  all  rules  and  regulations  regarding 
the  Premises  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  D,  and  any  additional  rules  regarding  security,  ingress, 
egress,  safety  and  sanitation  applicable  to  the  Premises  or  the  Property,  as  such  rules  and 
regulations  may  be  prescribed  by  Master  Landlord  or  Sublandlord  from  time  to  time. 

7.4.  Easements.  This  Sublease  shall  be  subject  to  all  outstanding  easements  and  rights-of- 
way  for  location  of  any  type  of  facility  over,  across,  in,  and  upon  the  Premises  or  any  portion 
thereof,  and  to  the  right  of  Master  Landlord  to  grant  such  additional  easements  arid  rights-of-way 
over,  across,  in  and  upon  the  Premises  as  Master  Landlord  shall  determine  to  be  in  the  public 
interest  (“Additional  Easements”);  provided  that,  as  provided  in  Section  29  of  the  Master  Lease, 
Master  Landlord  shall  use  its  best  efforts  to  minimize  any  interference  with  Subtenant’s 
operations  hereunder  caused  by  the  granting  of  any  such  Additional  Easements  and  the  granting 
of  such  Additional  Easements  shall  be  conditioned  on  the  assumption  by  the  grantee  thereof  of 
liability  to  Subtenant  for  such  damages  as  Subtenant  shall  suffer  for  property  destroyed  or 
property  rendered  unusable  on  account  of  the  grantee’s  exercise  of  its  rights  thereunder.  There  is 
hereby  reserved  to  the  holders  of  such  Additional  Easements  as  are  presently  outstanding  or 
which  may  hereafter  be  granted,  to  any  workers  officially  engaged  in  the  construction, 
installation,  maintenance,  operation,  repair  or  replacement  of  facilities  located  thereon,  and  to 
any  federal,  state  or  local  official  engaged  in  the  official  inspection  thereof,  such  reasonable 
rights  of  ingress  and  egress  over  the  Premises  as  shall  be  necessary  for  the  performance  of  their 
duties  with  regard  to  such  facilities. 
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7.5.  No  Interference  with  Navy  Operations.  Subtenant  shall  not  conduct  operations,  nor 
make  any  Alterations  (as  defined  below),  that  would  interfere  with  or  otherwise  restrict  Master 
Landlord’s  operations  or  environmental  clean-up  or  restoration  actions  by  the  Master  Landlord, 
Sublandlord,  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  the  State  of  California  or  their  contractors. 
Environmental  clean-up,  restoration  or  testing  activities  by  these  Parties  shall  take  priority  over 
Subtenant’s  use  of  the  Premises  in  the  event  of  any  conflict;  provided,  however,  in  such  event, 
Master  Landlord  and  Sublandlord  shall  use  their  best  efforts  to  minimize  any  disruption  of 
Subtenant’s  operation. 

7.6.  No  Unlawful  Uses,  Nuisances  or  Waste.  Without  limiting  the  foregoing,  Subtenant 
shall  not  use,  occupy  or  permit  the  use  or  occupancy  of  any  of  the  Premises  in  any  unlawful 
manner  or  for  any  illegal  purpose,  or  permit  any  offensive,  noisy  or  hazardous  use  or  any  waste 
on  or  about  the  Premises.  Subtenant  shall  eliminate  any  nuisances  or  hazards  relating  to  its 
activities  on  or  about  the  Premises.  Subtenant  shall  not  conduct  any  business,  place  any  sales 
display,  or  advertise  in  any  manner  in  areas  on  or  about  the  Property  outside  of  the  Premises. 

8.  ALTERATIONS 

8.1.  Alterations.  Subtenant  shall  not  construct,  install,  make  or  permit  to  be  made  any 
alterations,  installations  or  additions  (“Alterations”)  in,  to  or  about  the  Premises,  without 
Sublandlord's  prior  written  consent  in  each  instance,  which  consent  may  given  or  withheld  in 
Sublandlord’s  sole  and  absolute  discretion.  Subject  to  Sublandlord's  consent  as  provided  above, 
any  Alterations  shall  be  done  at  Subtenant's  sole  expense  (i)  in  strict  accordance  with  plans  and 
specifications  approved  in  advance  by  Sublandlord  in  writing,  (ii)  by  duly  licensed  and  bonded 
contractors  or  mechanics  approved  by  Sublandlord,  (iii)  in  a good  and  professional  manner, 

(iv)  in  strict  compliance  with  all  Laws,  and  (v)  subject  to  all  other  conditions  that  Sublandlord 
may  reasonably  impose.  In  no  event  shall  the  construction,  installation  or  the  making  of  any 
Alterations  impair  the  use  or  operation  of  the  Property,  or  any  portion  thereof,  or  Sublandlord's  or 
Master  Landlord’s  access  thereto.  Prior  to  the  commencement  of  any  work  on  the  Premises  to 
construct  any  Alterations,  Subtenant,  at  its  sole  expense,  shall  procure  all  required  permits  and 
approvals  and  shall  promptly  upon  receipt  deliver  copies  of  all  such  documents  to  Sublandlord. 
No  material  change  from  the  plans  and  specifications  for  any  Alterations  approved  by 
Sublandlord  may  be  made  without  Sublandlord's  prior  consent.  Sublandlord  and  Sublandlord’s 
Agents  shall  have  the  right  to  inspect  the  course  of  construction  on  the  Premises  at  all  times. 

(a)  Asbestos-Containing  Materials.  Without  limiting  Section  25.2  (No  Hazardous 
Materials)  below,  in  the  event  that  asbestos-containing  materials  ("ACM")  are  determined  to 
exist  in  or  about  the  Premises,  Subtenant  shall  ensure  that  all  Alterations  and  any  asbestos  related 
work,  as  defined  in  California  Health  & Safety  Code  Section  25914.1(b),  is  performed  in 
compliance  with  all  laws  relating  to  asbestos,  including  but  not  limited  to  California 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  (OSHA)  regulations  found  in  Title  8 of  the  California  Code  of 
Regulations,  Sections  1502  and  1529.  Additionally,  Subtenant  shall  distribute  notifications  to  all 
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employees  and  contractors  as  required  pursuant  to  California  Health  & Safety  Code  Section 
25915  et  seq.  informing  them  of  the  existence  of  ACM  and  that  moving,  drilling,  boring,  or 
otherwise  disturbing  ACM  may  present  a health  risk  and  should  not  be  attempted  by  an 
unqualified  employee.  No  Alterations  affecting  ACM-containing  areas  or  any  asbestos  related 
work  shall  be  performed  without  Sublandlord’s  prior  written  consent  in  each  instance. 

(b)  Subtenant’s  Improvements  or  Alterations  that  Disturb  or  Remove  Lead  Based 
Paint.  Subtenant  shall  comply  with  all  requirements  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 

Section  3407,  and  all  other  applicable  present  or  future  federal,  state,  local  and  administrative 
laws,  rules,  regulations,  orders  and  other  governmental  requirements,  the  requirements  of  any 
board  of  fire  underwriters  or  other  similar  body,  any  directive  or  occupancy  certificate  issued 
pursuant  to  any  law  by  any  public  officer  or  officers  acting  in  their  regulatory  capacity 
(collectively,  "Laws"),  including,  without  limitation,  the  California  and  United  States 
Occupational  Health  and  Safety  Acts  and  their  implementing  regulations,  when  the  work  of 
improvement  or  alteration  disturbs  or  removes  exterior  lead-based  or  "presumed"  lead-based 
paint  (as  defined  below).  Subtenant  shall  give  to  Sublandlord  three  (3)  business  days  prior 
written  notice  of  any  disturbance  or  removal  of  exterior  lead-based  or  presumed  lead-based  paint. 
Further,  Subtenant,  when  disturbing  or  removing  exterior  lead-based  or  presumed  lead-based 
paint,  shall  not  use  or  cause  to  be  used  any  of  the  following  methods:  (a)  acetylene  or  propane 
burning  and  torching;  (b)  scraping,  sanding  or  grinding  without  containment  barriers  or  a High 
Efficiency  Particulate  Air  filter  ("HEPA")  local  vacuum  exhaust  tool;  (c)  hydroblasting  or  high 
pressure  wash  without  containment  barriers;  (d)  abrasive  blasting  or  sandblasting  without 
containment  barriers  or  a HEPA  vacuum  exhaust  tool;  and  (e)  heat  guns  operating  above  1,100 
degrees  Fahrenheit.  Paint  on  the  exterior  of  buildings  built  before  December  31,  1978,  is 
presumed  to  be  lead-based  paint  unless  lead-based  paint  testing,  as  defined  in  Section  3407  of  the 
San  Francisco  Building  Code,  demonstrates  an  absence  of  lead-based  paint  on  the  exterior 
surfaces  of  such  buildings.  Under  this  Section,  lead  based  paint  is  "disturbed  or  removed"  if  the 
work  of  improvement  or  alteration  involves  any  action  that  creates  friction,  pressure,  heat  or  a 
chemical  reaction  upon  any  lead-based  or  presumed  lead-based  paint  on  an  exterior  surface  so  as 
to  abrade,  loosen,  penetrate,  cut  through  or  eliminate  paint  from  that  surface.  Notice  to 
Sublandlord  under  this  sublease  shall  not  constitute  notice  to  the  City's  Department  of  Building 
Inspection  required  under  Section  3407  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code. 

8.2.  Historic  Properties.  Without  limiting  the  generality  of  the  foregoing,  Subtenant 
acknowledges  and  agrees  that,  pursuant  to  Section  15  of  the  Master  Lease,  no  Alterations  may  be 
made  to  any  improvements  on  the  Premises  (i)  which  will  affect  the  historic  characteristics  of  the 
improvements  or  modify  the  appearance  of  the  exterior  of  the  improvements  without  Master 
Landlord's  and  Sublandlord's  prior  written  consent,  or  (ii)  if  such  Alterations  would  preclude 
qualifying  the  improvements  for  inclusion  on  the  National  Register  for  Historic  Places. 

8.3.  Ownership  of  Alterations.  Any  Alterations  constructed  on  or  affixed  to  the  Premises  by 
or  on  behalf  of  Subtenant  pursuant  to  the  terms  and  limitations  of  this  Section  8 shall  be  and 
remain  Subtenant's  property  during  the  Term.  Upon  the  termination  of  this  Sublease,  Subtenant 
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shall  remove  all  such  Alterations  from  the  Premises  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Section 
19  hereof,  unless  Sublandlord,  at  its  sole  option  and  without  limiting  any  of  the  provisions  of 
Section  8.1  above,  requires  that  such  Alterations  remain  on  the  Premises  following  the  expiration 
or  termination  of  this  Sublease. 

8.4.  Subtenant’s  Personal  Property.  All  furniture,  furnishings  and  articles  of  movable 
personal  property  and  equipment  used  upon  or  installed  in  the  Premises  by  or  for  the  account  of 
Subtenant  that  can  be  removed  without  structural  or  other  material  damage  to  the  Premises  (all  of 
which  are  herein  called  "Subtenant's  Personal  Property")  shall  be  and  remain  the  property  of 
Subtenant  and  shall  be  removed  by  Subtenant,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Section  19  hereof. 
Subtenant  shall  be  solely  responsible  for  providing  any  security  or  other  protection  of  or 
maintenance  to  Subtenant’s  Personal  Property. 

8.5.  Sublandlord's  Alterations.  Sublandlord  reserves  the  right  at  any  time  to  make 
alterations,  additions,  repairs,  deletions  or  improvements  to  the  common  areas  or  any  other  part 
of  the  improvements  on  the  Premises;  provided,  that  any  such  alterations  or  additions  shall  not 
materially  adversely  affect  the  functional  utilization  of  the  Premises  for  the  purposes  stated 
herein. 

9.  REPAIRS  AND  MAINTENANCE 

9.1.  Subtenant  Responsible  for  Maintenance  and  Repair.  Subtenant  assumes  full  and  sole 
responsibility  for  the  condition,  operation,  repair  and  maintenance  and  management  of  the 
Premises  from  and  after  the  Commencement  Date  and  shall  keep  the  Premises  in  good  condition 
and  repair.  Sublandlord  shall  not  be  responsible  for  the  performance  of  any  repairs,  changes  or 
alterations  to  the  Premises,  nor  shall  Sublandlord  be  liable  for  any  portion  of  the  cost  thereof. 
Subtenant  shall  make  all  repairs  and  replacements,  interior  and  exterior,  structural  as  well  as  non- 
structural,  ordinary  as  well  as  extraordinary,  foreseen  and  unforeseen,  which  may  be  necessary  to 
maintain  the  Premises  at  all  times  in  a clean,  safe,  attractive  and  sanitary  condition  and  in  good 
order  and  repair,  to  Sublandlord's  and  Master  Landlord’s  reasonable  satisfaction,  provided, 
however,  that  neither  Subtenant  nor  Sublandlord  shall  be  required  to  make  structural  repairs  or 
Alterations  to  correct  conditions  affecting  the  Premises  existing  prior  to  the  Commencement 
Date.  If  any  portion  of  the  Premises  is  damaged  by  any  activities  conducted  by  Subtenant  or 
Subtenant’s  Agents  or  Subtenant’s  Invitees  hereunder,  Subtenant  shall  immediately,  at  its  sole 
cost,  repair  all  such  damage  and  restore  the  Premises  to  its  previous  condition. 

9.2.  Utilities.  Sublandlord  shall  provide  the  basic  utilities  and  services  described  in  the 
attached  Exhibit  E (the  “Standard  Utilities  and  Services”)  to  the  Premises,  subject  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  contained  therein.  Subtenant  shall  be  responsible  for  furnishing,  at  its  sole  cost, 
any  utilities  or  services  other  than  or  in  excess  of  the  Standard  Utilities  and  Services  that 
Subtenant  may  need  for  its  use  of  the  Premises.  Subtenant  shall  pay,  without  set  off  or 
counterclaim,  all  amounts  due  and  owing  for  such  Standard  Utilities  and  Services  at  the  rates 
provided  in  and  as  otherwise  set  forth  in  Exhibit  E. 
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9.3.  Landscaping.  Subtenant  shall  maintain  the  exterior  landscaping  of  the  Premises  in  good 
condition  and  repair. 

9.4.  Janitorial  Services.  Subtenant  shall  provide  all  janitorial  services  for  the  Premises. 

9.5.  Pest  Control.  Subtenant  shall  provide  and  pay  for  all  pest  control  services  required 
within  the  Premises,  and  shall  keep  the  Premises  free  of  all  pests  at  all  times. 

9.6.  Trash.  Subtenant  shall  deposit  all  trash  into  designated  containers  in  the  Premises  in 
compliance  with  the  Rules  and  Regulations  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  D.  Subtenant  shall  pay  for 
the  removal  of  trash  from  the  designated  containers.  Subtenant  shall  abide  by  all  rules 
established  by  Sublandlord  or  Master  Landlord  for  the  handling  of  trash. 

9.7.  No  Right  to  Repair  and  Deduct.  Subtenant  expressly  waives  the  benefit  of  any  existing 
or  future  Laws  or  judicial  or  administrative  decision  that  would  otherwise  permit  Subtenant  to 
make  repairs  or  replacements  at  Sublandlord's  expense,  or  to  terminate  this  Sublease  because  of 
Sublandlord's  failure  to  keep  the  Premises  or  any  part  thereof  in  good  order,  condition  or  repair, 
or  to  abate  or  reduce  any  of  Subtenant's  obligations  hereunder  on  account  of  the  Premises  or  any 
part  thereof  being  in  need  of  repair  or  replacement.  Without  limiting  the  foregoing,  Subtenant 
expressly  waives  the  provisions  of  California  Civil  Code  Sections  1932,  1941  and  1942  or  any 
similar  Laws  with  respect  to  any  right  of  Subtenant  to  terminate  this  Sublease  and  with  respect  to 
any  obligations  of  Sublandlord  hereunder  or  any  right  of  Subtenant  to  make  repairs  or 
replacements  and  deduct  the  cost  thereof  from  Rent. 

10.  LIENS 

10.1.  Liens.  Subtenant  shall  keep  the  Premises  free  from  any  liens  arising  out  of  any  work 
performed,  material  furnished  or  obligations  incurred  by  or  for  Subtenant.  In  the  event  Subtenant  , 
does  not,  within  five  (5)  days  following  the  imposition  of  any  such  lien,  cause  the  lien  to  be 
released  of  record  by  payment  or  posting  of  a proper  bond,  Sublandlord  shall  have  in  addition  to 
all  other  remedies  provided  herein  and  by  law  or  equity  the  right,  but  not  the  obligation,  to  cause 
the  same  to  be  released  by  such  means  as  it  shall  deem  proper,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
payment  of  the  claim  giving  rise  to  such  lien.  All  such  sums  paid  by  Sublandlord  and  all 
expenses  it  incurs  in  connection  therewith  (including,  without  limitation,  reasonable  attorneys' 
fees)  shall  be  payable  to  Sublandlord  by  Subtenant  upon  demand.  Sublandlord  shall  have  the 
right  at  all  times  to  post  and  keep  posted  On  the  Premises  any  notices  permitted  or  required  by 
law  or  that  Sublandlord  deems  proper  for  its  protection  and  protection  of  the  Premises  from 
mechanics'  and  materialmen's  liens.  Subtenant  shall  give  Sublandlord  at  least  fifteen  (15)  days' 
prior  written  notice  of  the  commencement  of  any  repair  or  construction  on  any  of  the  Premises. 

1 1 . COMPLIANCE  WITH  LAWS 
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11.1.  Compliance  with  Laws.  Subtenant  shall  promptly,  at  its  sole  expense,  maintain  the 
Premises  and  Subtenant’s  use  and  operations  thereon  in  strict  compliance  at  all  times  with  all 
present  and  future  Laws,  whether  foreseen  or  unforeseen,  ordinary  as  well  as  extraordinary; 
provided,  however  Subtenant  shall  not  be  required  to  make  repairs  or  structural  changes  to  the 
Premises  required  solely  to  correct  conditions  affecting  the  Premises  existing  prior  to  the 
Commencement  Date  or  not  related  to  Subtenant’s  use  of  the  Premises,  unless  the  requirement 
for  such  changes  is  imposed  as  a result  of  any  Alterations  made  or  requested  to  be  made  by 
Subtenant.  Such  Laws  shall  include,  without  limitation,  all  Laws  relating  to  health  and  safety 
and  disabled  accessibility  including,  without  limitation,  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  §§  12101  et  seq.  and  Title  24  of  the  California  Code  of  Regulations,  all  present  and  future 
Environmental  Laws  (as  defined  in  this  Sublease  below),  and  all  applicable  provisions  of  the  San 
Francisco  Environment  Code.  No  occurrence  or  situation  arising  during  the  Term,  nor  any 
present  or  future  Law,  whether  foreseen  or  unforeseen,  and  however  extraordinary,  shall  give 
Subtenant  any  right  to  seek  redress  against  Sublandlord  for  failing  to  comply  with  any  Laws. 
Subtenant  waives  any  rights  now  or  hereafter  conferred  upon  it  by  any  existing  or  future  Law  to 
compel  Sublandlord  to  make  any  repairs  to  comply  with  any  such  Laws,  on  account  of  any  such 
occurrence  or  situation. 

11.2.  Regulatory  Approvals;  Responsible  Party. 

Subtenant  understands  and  agrees  that  Subtenant's  use  of  the  Premises  and  construction  of  any 
Alterations  permitted  hereunder  may  require  authorizations,  approvals  or  permits  from 
governmental  regulatory  agencies  with  jurisdiction  over  the  Premises.  Subtenant  shall  be  solely 
responsible  for  obtaining  any  and  all  such  regulatory  approvals,  including  without  limitation,  any 
liquor  permits  or  approvals.  Subtenant  shall  not  seek  any  regulatory  approval  without  first 
obtaining  the  written  consent  of  Sublandlord.  Subtenant  shall  bear  all  costs  associated  with 
applying  for,  obtaining  and  maintaining  any  necessary  or  appropriate  regulatory  approval  and 
shall  be  solely  responsible  for  satisfying  any  and  all  conditions  imposed  by  regulatory  agencies  as 
part  of  a regulatory  approval.  Any  fines  or  penalties  levied  as  a result  of  Subtenant's  failure  to 
comply  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  any  regulatory  approval  shall  be  immediately  paid  and 
discharged  by  Subtenant,  and  Sublandlord  shall  have  no  liability,  monetary  or  otherwise,  for  any 
such  fines  or  penalties.  Subtenant  shall  indemnify,  protect,  defend  and  hold  harmless  forever 
("Indemnify")  Sublandlord,  City  and  Master  Landlord,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  all  of  their 
respective  officers,  directors,  employees,  agents,  affiliates,  subsidiaries,  licensees,  contractors, 
boards,  commissions,  departments,  agencies  and  other  subdivisions  and  each  of  the  persons 
acting  by,  through  or  under  each  of  them,  and  their  respective  heirs,  legal  representatives, 
successors  and  assigns,  and  each  of  them  (the  “Indemnified  Parties”),  against  any  and  all  claims, 
demands,  losses,  liabilities,  damages,  liens,  injuries,  penalties,  fines,  lawsuits  and  other 
proceedings,  judgments  and  awards  and  costs  and  expenses,  including,  without  limitation, 
reasonable  attorneys'  and  consultants'  fees  and  costs  (“Losses”)  arising  in  connection  with 
Subtenant's  failure  to  obtain  or  comply  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  any  regulatory  approval. 


11.3.  Compliance  with  Sublandlord's  Risk  Management  Requirements.  Subtenant  shall 
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not  do  anything,  or  permit  anything  to  be  done,  in  or  about  the  Premises  or  to  any  Alterations 
permitted  hereunder  that  would  create  any  unusual  fire  risk,  and  shall  take  commercially 
reasonable  steps  to  protect  Sublandlord  from  any  potential  premises  liability.  Subtenant  shall 
faithfully  observe,  at  its  expense,  any  and  all  reasonable  requirements  of  Sublandlord's  Risk 
Manager  with  respect  thereto  and  with  the  requirements  of  any  policies  of  commercial  general 
liability,  all  risk  property  or  other  policies  of  insurance  at  any  time  in  force  with  respect  to  the 
Premises  and  any  Alterations  as  required  hereunder. 

12.  ENCUMBRANCES 

Notwithstanding  anything  to  the  contrary  contained  in  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  shall  not  under 
any  circumstances  whatsoever  create  any  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  assignment  of  rents,  fixture 
filing,  security  agreement,  or  similar  security  instrument,  or  other  lien  or  encumbrance  or 
assignment  or  pledge  of  an  asset  as  security  in  any  manner  against  the  Premises  or  Sublandlord's 
or  Subtenant’s  interest  under  this  Sublease. 

13.  DAMAGE  OR  DESTRUCTION 

13.1.  Damage  or  Destruction  to  the  Premises.  In  the  case  of  damage  to  or  destruction  of  the 
Premises  by  earthquake,  fire,  flood  or  any  other  casualty,  which  (i)  is  not  caused  by  Subtenant  or 
Subtenant’s  Agents  or  Subtenant’s  Invitees,  (ii)  is  not  covered  by  the  insurance  described  in 
Section  17  below,  (iii)  prevents  Subtenant  from  operating  the  Premises  for  the  purposes  stated 
herein,  and  (iv)  costs  more  to  repair  than  the  Repair  amount  set  forth  in  the  Basic  Lease 
Information,  either  party  may  terminate  this  Sublease  upon  thirty  (30)  days  prior  written  notice 
and  upon  any  such  termination  Subtenant  shall  surrender  the  Premises  in  accordance  with 
Section  19  (except  for  damage  caused  by  a casualty  pursuant  to  which  this  Sublease  may  be 
terminated  under  this  Section  13.11  and  both  Parties  shall  be  relieved  of  any  liability  for  such 
termination  or  for  repairing  such  damage.  If  neither  Party  terminates  this  Sublease  as  provided  in 
this  Section  13.1.  then  Subtenant  shall,  at  its  sole  cost,  promptly  restore,  repair,  replace  or  rebuild 
the  Premises  to  the  condition  the  Premises  were  in  prior  to  such  damage  or  destruction,  subject  to 
any  Alterations  made  in  strict  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  Section  8.1  above.  Under  no 
circumstances  shall  Sublandlord  have  any  obligation  to  repair,  replace  or  rebuild  the  Premises  in 
the  event  of  a casualty. 

13.2.  No  Abatement  in  Rent.  In  the  event  of  any  damage  or  destruction  to  the  Premises,  and 
if  neither  party  terminates  this  Sublease  as  provided  in  Section  13.1  above,  there  shall  be  no 
abatement  in  the  Rent  payable  hereunder. 

13.3.  Waiver.  The  Parties  understand  and  agree  that  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  Section 
are  intended  to  govern  fully  the  rights  and  obligations  of  the  Parties  in  the  event  of  damage  or 
destruction  to  the  Premises  or  Alterations,  and  Sublandlord  and  Subtenant  each  hereby  waives 
and  releases  any  fight  to  terminate  this  Sublease  in  whole  or  in  part  under  Sections  1932.2  and 
1933.4  of  the  Civil  Code  of  California  or  under  any  similar  Laws  now  or  hereafter  in  effect,  to 
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the  extent  such  rights  are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  hereof. 

14.  ASSIGNMENT  AND  SUBLETTING 

14.1.  Restriction  on  Assignment  and  Subletting.  Subtenant  shall  not  directly  or  indirectly 
(including,  without  limitation,  by  merger,  acquisition  or  other  transfer  of  any  controlling  interest 
in  Subtenant),  voluntarily  or  by  operation  of  Law,  sell,  assign,  encumber,  pledge,  sublease  or 
otherwise  transfer  any  part  of  its  interest  in  or  rights  with  respect  to  the  Premises,  any  Alterations 
or  its  interest  in  this  Sublease,  or  permit  any  portion  of  the  Premises  to  be  occupied  by  anyone 
other  than  itself,  or  sublet  any  portion  of  the  Premises  (a  "Transfer"),  without  Sublandlord's  prior 
written  consent  in  each  instance,  which  Sublandlord  may  grant  or  withhold  in  its  sole  and 
absolute  discretion.  Subtenant  shall  provide  Sublandlord  with  a written  notice  of  its  intention  to 
Transfer  this  Sublease  or  the  Premises,  together  with  a copy  of  the  proposed  Transfer  agreement 
at  least  thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  the  commencement  date  of  the  proposed  Transfer.  Subtenant 
shall  provide  Sublandlord  with  such  information  regarding  the  proposed  Transfer  as  Sublandlord 
may  reasonably  request. 

14.2.  Bonus  Rental.  If  Sublandlord  consents  to  a Transfer  of  any  of  Subtenant's  interest  in  or 
rights  with  respect  to  the  Premises  pursuant  to  Section  14.1  above,  then  one  hundred  percent 
(100%)  of  any  rent  or  other  consideration  payable  to  Subtenant  in  excess  of  the  Base  Rent 
payable  hereunder  (or  the  proportionate  share  thereof  applicable  to  the  portion  of  the  Premises 
that  is  subject  to  the  Transfer)  shall  be  paid  to  Sublandlord  immediately  upon  receipt  by 
Subtenant. 

15.  DEFAULT;  REMEDIES 

15.1.  Events  of  Default.  Any  of  the  following  shall  constitute  an  event  of  default  ("Event  of 
Default")  by  Subtenant  hereunder: 

(a)  Failure  to  Pay  Rent.  Any  failure  to  pay  any  Rent  or  any  other  sums  due  hereunder, 
including  sums  due  for  utilities,  within  five  (5)  days  after  such  sums  are  due; 

(b)  Covenants,  Conditions  and  Representations.  Any  failure  to  perform  or  comply  with 
any  other  covenant,  condition  or  representation  made  under  this  Sublease;  provided,  Subtenant 
shall  have  a period  of  ten  (10)  days  from  the  date  of  written  notice  from  Sublandlord  of  such 
failure  within  which  to  cure  such  default  under  this  Sublease,  or,  if  such  default  is  not  capable  of 
cure  within  such  1 0-day  period,  Subtenant  shall  have  a reasonable  period  to  complete  such  cure  if 
Subtenant  promptly  undertakes  action  to  cure  such  default  within  such  10-day  period  and 
thereafter  diligently  prosecutes  the  same  to  completion  and  uses  its  best  efforts  to  complete  such 
cure  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  the  receipt  of  notice  of  default  from  Sublandlord; 

(c)  Vacation  or  Abandonment.  Any  abandonment  of  the  Premises  for  more  than  fourteen 
(14)  consecutive  days; 


17 


(d)  Bankruptcy.  The  appointment  of  a receiver  to  take  possession  of  all  or  substantially  all 
of  the  assets  of  Subtenant,  or  an  assignment  by  Subtenant  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  or  any 
action  taken  or  suffered  by  Subtenant  under  any  insolvency,  bankruptcy,  reorganization, 
moratorium  or  other  debtor  relief  act  or  statute,  whether  now  existing  or  hereafter  amended  or 
enacted;  and 

(e)  Notices  of  Default.  The  delivery  to  Subtenant  of  three  (3)  or  more  notices  of  default 
within  any  twelve  (12)  month  period,  irrespective  of  whether  Subtenant  actually  cures  such 
default  within  the  specified  time  period,  may,  in  the  sole  and  absolute  discretion  of  the  Authority, 
be  deemed  an  incurable  breach  of  this  Sublease  allowing  the  Authority  to  immediately  terminate 
this  Sublease  without  further  notice  or  demand  to  Subtenant. 

15.2.  Remedies.  Upon  the  occurrence  of  an  Event  of  Default  by  Subtenant,  Sublandlord  shall 
have  the  following  rights  and  remedies  in  addition  to  all  other  rights  and  remedies  available  to 
Sublandlord  at  Law  or  in  equity: 

(a)  Terminate  Sublease  and  Recover  Damages.  The  rights  and  remedies  provided  by 
California  Civil  Code  Section  1951.2  (damages  on  termination  for  breach),  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  the  right  to  terminate  Subtenant's  right  to  possession  of  the  Premises  and  to  recover 
the  worth  at  the  time  of  award  of  the  amount  by  which  the  unpaid  Rent  for  the  balance  of  the 
Term  after  the  time  of  award  exceeds  the  amount  of  rental  loss  for  the  same  period  that 
Subtenant  proves  could  be  reasonably  avoided,  as  computed  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of  such 
Section  1951.2.  Sublandlord's  efforts  to  mitigate  the  damages  caused  by  Subtenant's  breach  of 
this  Sublease  shall  not  waive  Sublandlord's  rights  to  recover  unmitigated  damages  upon 
termination. 

(b)  Appointment  of  Receiver.  The  right  to  have  a receiver  appointed  for  Subtenant  upon 
application  by  Sublandlord  to  take  possession  of  the  Premises  and  to  apply  any  rental  collected 
from  the  Premises  and  to  exercise  all  other  rights  and  remedies  granted  to  Sublandlord  pursuant 
to  this  Sublease. 

15.3.  Sublandlord's  Right  to  Cure  Subtenant's  Defaults.  If  Subtenant  defaults  in  the 
performance  of  any  of  its  obligations  under  this  Sublease,  then  Sublandlord  may  at  any  time 
thereafter  with  three  (3)  days  prior  written  notice  (except  in  the  event  of  an  emergency  as 
determined  by  Sublandlord  where  prior  notice  by  Sublandlord  is  impractical),  remedy  such  Event 
of  Default  for  Subtenant's  account  and  at  Subtenant's  expense.  Subtenant  shall  pay  to 
Sublandlord,  as  Additional  Charges,  promptly  upon  demand,  all  sums  expended  by  Sublandlord, 
or  other  costs,  damages,  expenses  or  liabilities  incurred  by  Sublandlord,  including,  without 
limitation,  reasonable  attorneys'  fees,  in  remedying  or  attempting  to  remedy  such  Event  of 
Default.  Subtenant's  obligations  under  this  Section  shall  survive  the  termination  of  this  Sublease. 
Nothing  herein  shall  imply  any  duty  of  Sublandlord  to  do  any  act  that  Subtenant  is  obligated  to 
perform  under  any  provision  of  this  Sublease,  and  Sublandlord's  cure  or  attempted  cure  of 
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Subtenant's  Event  of  Default  shall  not  constitute  a waiver  of  Subtenant's  Event  of  Default  or  any 
rights  or  remedies  of  Sublandlord  on  account  of  such  Event  of  Default. 

16.  RELEASE  AND  WAIVER  OF  CLAIMS;  INDEMNIFICATION 

16.1.  Release  and  Waiver  of  Claims.  Subtenant,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  Subtenant’s  Agents, 
covenants  and  agrees  that  the  Indemnified  Parties  shall  not  be  responsible  for  or  liable  to 
Subtenant  for,  and,  to  the  fullest  extent  allowed  by  any  Laws,  Subtenant  hereby  waives  all  rights 
against  the  Indemnified  Parties  and  releases  them  from,  any  and  all  Losses,  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  incidental  and  consequential  damages,  relating  to  any  injury,  accident  or  death  of  any 
person  or  loss  or  damage  to  any  property,  in  or  about  the  Premises,  from  any  cause  whatsoever, 
including  without  limitation,  partial  or  complete  collapse  of  the  Premises  due  to  an  earthquake  or 
subsidence,  except  only  to  the  extent  such  Losses  are  caused  solely  by  the  gross  negligence  or 
willful  misconduct  of  the  Indemnified  Parties.  Without  limiting  the  generality  of  the  foregoing: 

(a)  Subtenant  expressly  acknowledges  and  agrees  that  the  Rent  payable  hereunder  does  not 
take  into  account  any  potential  liability  of  the  Indemnified  Parties  for  any  consequential  or 
incidental  damages  including,  but  not  limited  to,  lost  profits  arising  out  of  disruption  to 
Subtenant's  uses  hereunder.  Sublandlord  would  not  be  willing  to  enter  into  this  Sublease  in  the 
absence  of  a complete  waiver  of  liability  for  consequential  or  incidental  damages  due  to  the  acts 
or  omissions  of  the  Indemnified  Parties,  and  Subtenant  expressly  assumes  the  risk  with  respect 
thereto.  Accordingly,  without  limiting  any  indemnification  obligations  of  Subtenant  or  other 
waivers  contained  in  this  Sublease  and  as  a material  part  of  the  consideration  for  this  Sublease, 
Subtenant  fully  RELEASES,  WAIVES  AND  DISCHARGES  forever  any  and  all  claims, 
demands,  rights,  and  causes  of  action  for  consequential  and  incidental  damages  and  covenants 
not  to  sue  the  Indemnified  Parties  for  such  damages  arising  out  of  this  Sublease  or  the  uses 
authorized  hereunder,  including,  without  limitation,  any  interference  with  uses  conducted  by 
Subtenant  pursuant  to  this  Sublease  regardless  of  the  cause. 

(b)  Without  limiting  any  indemnification  obligations  of  Subtenant  or  other  waivers  contained 
in  this  Sublease  and  as  a material  part  of  the  consideration  for  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  fully 
RELEASES,  WAIVES  AND  DISCHARGES  forever  any  and  all  claims,  demands,  rights,  and 
causes  of  action  against,  and  covenants  not  to  sue  the  Indemnified  Parties  under  any  present  or 
future  Laws,  statutes,  or  regulations,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  any  claim  for  inverse 
condemnation  or  the  payment  of  just  compensation  under  the  law  of  eminent  domain,  or 
otherwise  at  equity,  in  the  event  that  Sublandlord  terminates  this  Sublease  because  of  such  claim 
for  inverse  condemnation  or  eminent  domain. 

(c)  As  part  of  Subtenant's  agreement  to  accept  the  Premises  in  its  "As  Is"  condition  as 
provided  herein,  and  without  limiting  such  agreement  and  any  other  waiver  contained  herein. 
Subtenant  on  behalf  of  itself  and  its  successors  and  assigns,  waives  its  right  to  recover  from,  and 
forever  RELEASES,  WAIVES  AND  DISCHARGES,  the  Indemnified  Parties  from  any  and  all 
Losses,  whether  direct  or  indirect,  known  or  unknown,  foreseen  and  unforeseen,  that  may  arise 
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on  account  of  or  in  any  way  be  connected  with  the  physical  or  environmental  condition  of  the 
Premises  and  any  related  improvements  or  any  Laws  or  regulations  applicable  thereto  or  the 
suitability  of  the  Premises  for  Subtenant's  intended  use. 

(d)  Subtenant  acknowledges  that  it  will  not  be  a displaced  person  at  the  time  this  Sublease  is 
terminated,  and  Subtenant  fully  RELEASES,  WAIVES  AND  DISCHARGES  the  Indemnified 
Parties  from  any  and  all  Losses  and  any  and  all  claims,  demands  or  rights  against  any  of  the 
Indemnified  Parties  under  any  present  and  future  Laws,  including,  without  limitation,  any  and  all 
claims  for  relocation  benefits  or  assistance  from  the  Indemnified  Parties  under  federal  and  state 
relocation  assistance  laws. 

(e)  Without  limiting  any  other  waiver  contained  herein,  Subtenant,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  its 
successors  and  assigns,  hereby  waives  its  right  to  recover  from,  and  forever  RELEASES, 
WAIVES  AND  DISCHARGES,  the  Indemnified  Parties  from  any  and  all  Losses,  whether  direct 
or  indirect,  known  or  unknown,  foreseen  and  unforeseen,  that  may  arise  on  account  of  or  in  any 
way  connected  with  the  Indemnified  Parties'  decision  to  Sublease  the  Premises  to  Subtenant, 
regardless  of  whether  or  not  such  decision  is  or  may  be  determined  to  be  an  act  of  gross 
negligence  or  willful  misconduct  of  the  Indemnified  Parties. 

(f)  Subtenant  covenants  and  agrees  never  to  file,  commence,  prosecute  or  cause  to  be  filed, 
commenced  or  prosecuted  against  the  Indemnified  Parties  any  claim,  action  or  proceeding  based 
upon  any  claims,  demands,  causes  of  action,  obligations,  damages,  losses,  costs,  expenses  or 
liabilities  of  any  nature  whatsoever  encompassed  by  the  waivers  and  releases  set  forth  in  this 
Section  16.1. 

(g)  In  executing  these  waivers  and  releases,  Subtenant  has  not  relied  upon  any  representation 
or  statement  other  than  as  expressly  set  forth  herein. 

(h)  Subtenant  had  made  such  investigation  of  the  facts  pertaining  to  these  waivers  and 
releases  as  it  deems  necessary  and  assumes  the  risk  of  mistake  with  respect  to  such  facts.  These 
waivers  and  releases  are  intended  to  be  final  and  binding  on  Subtenant  regardless  of  any  claims 
of  mistake. 

(i)  In  connection  with  the  foregoing  releases,  Subtenant  acknowledges  that  it  is  familiar 
with  Section  1542  of  the  California  Civil  Code,  which  reads: 

A general  release  does  not  extend  to  claims  which  the  creditor  does 
not  know  or  suspect  to  exist  in  his  or  her  favor  at  the  time  of  executing 
the  release,  which  if  known  by  him  or  her  must  have  materially 
affected  his  or  her  settlement  with  the  debtor. 

Subtenant  acknowledges  that  the  releases  contained  herein  include  all  known  and 
unknown,  disclosed  and  undisclosed,  and  anticipated  and  unanticipated  claims.  Subtenant 
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realizes  and  acknowledges  that  it  has  agreed  upon  this  Sublease  in  light  of  this  realization  and, 
being  fully  aware  of  this  situation,  it  nevertheless  intends  to  waive  the  benefit  of  Civil  Code 
Section  1542,  or  any  statute  or  other  similar  law  now  or  later  in  effect.  The  waivers  and  releases 
contained  herein  shall  survive  any  termination  of  this  Sublease. 

16.2.  Subtenant's  Indemnity.  Subtenant,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  Subtenant’s  Agents,  shall 
Indemnify  the  Indemnified  Parties  from  and  against  any  and  all  Losses  arising  out  of  Subtenant’s 
use  of  the  Premises,  including  but  not  limited  to,  any  Losses  arising  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  out  of:  (a)  any  damage  to  or  destruction  of  any  property  owned  by  or  in  the 
custody  of  Subtenant  or  Subtenant’s  Agents  or  Subtenant’s  Invitees;  (b)  any  accident,  injury  to  or 
death  of  a person,  including,  without  limitation,  Subtenant’s  Agents  and  Subtenant’s  Invitees, 
howsoever  or  by  whomsoever  caused,  occurring  in,  on  or  about  the  Premises;  (c)  any  default  by 
Subtenant  in  the  observation  or  performance  of  any  of  the  terms,  covenants  or  conditions  of  this 
Sublease  to  be  observed  or  performed  on  Subtenant's  part;  (d)  the  use,  occupancy,  conduct  or 
management,  or  manner  of  use,  occupancy,  conduct  or  management  by  Subtenant,  Subtenant’s 
Agents  or  Subtenant’s  Invitees  or  any  person  or  entity  claiming  through  or  under  any  of  them,  of 
the  Premises  or  any  Alterations;  (e)  any  construction  or  other  work  undertaken  by  Subtenant  on 
or  about  the  Premises;  and  (f)  any  acts,  omissions  or  negligence  of  Subtenant,  Subtenant's  Agents 
or  Subtenant's  Invitees,  in,  on,  or  about  the  Premises  or  any  Alterations,  except  to  the  extent  that 
such  Indemnity  is  void  or  otherwise  unenforceable  under  any  applicable  Laws  in  effect  on  or 
validly  retroactive  to  the  date  of  this  Sublease  and  further  except  only  to  the  extent  such  Losses 
are  caused  solely  by  the  gross  negligence  or  intentional  wrongful  acts  and  omissions  of  the 
Indemnified  Parties.  The  foregoing  Indemnity  shall  include,  without  limitation,  reasonable  fees 
of  attorneys,  consultants  and  experts  and  related  costs  and  Sublandlord's  costs  of  investigating 
any  Loss.  Subtenant  specifically  acknowledges  and  agrees  that  it  has  an  immediate  and 
independent  obligation  to  defend  Sublandlord  and  the  other  Indemnified  Parties  from  any  claim 
which  actually  or  potentially  falls  within  this  indemnity  provision  even  if  such  allegation  is  or 
may  be  groundless,  fraudulent  or  false,  which  obligation  arises  at  the  time  such  claim  is  tendered 
to  Subtenant  by  Sublandlord  and  continues  at  all  times  thereafter.  Subtenant's  obligations  under 
this  Section  shall  survive  the  expiration  or  sooner  termination  of  this  Sublease. 

17.  INSURANCE 

17.1.  Required  Insurance  Coverage.  Subtenant,  at  its  sole  cost  and  expense*  shall  maintain, 
or  cause  to  be  maintained,  through  the  Term  of  this  Sublease,  the  following  insurance: 

(a)  General  Liability  Insurance.  Comprehensive  or  commercial  general  liability  insurance, 
with  limits  not  less  than  One  Million  Dollars  ($1,000,000)  each  occurrence,  Two  Million  Dollars 
($2,000,000)  aggregate  for  bodily  injury  and  property  damage,  including  coverages  for 
contractual  liability,  independent  contractors,  broad  form  property  damage,  personal  injury, 
products  and  completed  operations,  fire  damage  and  legal  liability  with  limits  not  less  than  One 
Million  Dollars  ($1,000,000),  explosion,  collapse  and  underground  (XCU). 
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(b)  Automobile  Liability  Insurance.  Comprehensive  or  business  automobile  liability 
insurance  with  limits  not  less  than  One  Million  Dollars  ($1,000,000)  each  occurrence  combined 
single  limit  for  bodily  injury  and  property  damage,  including  coverages  for  owned  and  hired 
vehicles  and  for  employer’s  non-ownership  liability,  which  insurance  shall  be  required  if  any 
automobiles  or  any  other  motor  vehicles  are  operated  in  connection  with  Subtenant’s  activity  on 
the  Premises  or  the  Permitted  Use. 

(c)  Worker's  Compensation  and  Employer's  Liability  Insurance.  If  Subtenant  has 
employees.  Worker's  Compensation  Insurance  in  statutory  amounts  with  Employer's  Liability 
with  limits  not  less  than  One  Million  Dollars  ($1,000,000.00)  for  each  accident,  injury  or  illness, 
on  employees  eligible  for  each. 

(d)  Personal  Property  Insurance.  Subtenant,  at  its  sole  cost  and  expense,  shall  procure  and 
maintain  on  all  of  its  personal  property  and  Alterations,  in,  on,  or  about  the  Premises,  property 
insurance  on  an  all  risk  form,  excluding  earthquake  and  flood,  to  the  extent  of  full  replacement 
value.  The  proceeds  from  any  such  policy  shall  be  used  by  Subtenant  for  the  replacement  of 
Subtenant's  personal  property. 

(e)  Other  Coverage.  Such  other  insurance  or  different  coverage  amounts  as  is  required  by 
law  or  as  is  generally  required  by  commercial  owners  of  property  similar  in  size,  character,  age 
and  location  as  the  Premises,  as  may  change  from  time  to  time,  or  as  may  be  required  by  the 
City's  Risk  Manager. 

17.2.  Claims-Made  Policies.  If  any  of  the  insurance  required  in  Section  17.1  above  is 
provided  under  a claims-made  form  of  policy,  Subtenant  shall  maintain  such  coverage 
continuously  throughout  the  Term  and  without  lapse  for  a period  of  three  (3)  years  beyond  the 
termination  of  this  Sublease,  to  the  effect  that  should  occurrences  during  the  Term  give  rise  to 
claims  made  after  termination  of  this  Sublease,  such  claims  shall  be  covered  by  such  claims- 
made  policies. 

17.3.  Annual  Aggregate  Limits.  If  any  of  the  insurance  required  in  Section  17.1  above  is 
provided  under  a form  of  coverage  which  includes  an  annual  aggregate  limit  or  provides  that 
claims  investigation  or  legal  defense  costs  be  included  in  such  annual  aggregate  limit,  such 
annual  aggregate  limit  shall  be  double  the  occurrence  limits  specified  herein. 

17.4.  Payment  of  Premiums.  Subtenant  shall  pay  the  premiums  for  maintaining  all  required 
insurance. 

17.5.  Waiver  of  Subrogation  Rights.  Notwithstanding  anything  to  the  contrary  contained 
herein,  Sublandlord  and  Subtenant  (each  a "Waiving  Party")  each  hereby  waives  any  right  of 
recovery  against  the  other  party  for  any  loss  or  damage  sustained  by  such  other  party  with  respect 
to  the  Facility  or  the  Premises  or  any  portion  thereof  or  the  contents  of  the  same  or  any  operation 
therein,  whether  or  not  such  loss  is  caused  by  the  fault  or  negligence  of  such  other  party,  to  the 
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extent  such  loss  or  damage  is  covered  by  insurance  which  is  required  to  be  purchased  by  the 
Waiving  Party  under  this  Sublease  or  is  actually  covered  by  insurance  obtained  by  the  Waiving 
Party.  Each  Waiving  Party  agrees  to  cause  its  insurers  to  issue  appropriate  waiver  of  subrogation 
rights  endorsements  to  all  policies  relating  to  the  Facility  or  the  Premises;  provided,  the  failure  to 
obtain  any  such  endorsement  shall  not  affect  the  above  waiver. 

17.6.  General  Insurance  Matters. 

(a)  All  liability  insurance  policies  required  to  be  maintained  by  Subtenant  hereunder  shall 
contain  a cross-liability  clause,  shall,  name  as  additional  insureds  the  "THE  TREASURE 
ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY,  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO,  THE 
UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA,  ACTING  BY  AND  THROUGH  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  NAVY,  AND  THEIR  OFFICERS,  DIRECTORS,  EMPLOYEES  AND  AGENTS,"  shall  be 
primary  to  any  other  insurance  available  to  the  additional  insureds  with  respect  to  claims  arising 
under  this  Sublease,  and  shall  provide  that  such  insurance  applies  separately  to  each  insured 
against  whom  complaint  is  made  or  suit  is  brought  except  with  respect  to  the  limits  of  the 
company's  liability. 

(b)  All  insurance  policies  required  to  be  maintained  by  Subtenant  hereunder  shall  be  issued 
by  an  insurance  company  or  companies  reasonably  acceptable  to  Sublandlord  with  an  AM  Best 
rating  of  not  less  than  A- VIII  and  authorized  to  do  business  in  the  State  of  California. 

(c)  All  insurance  policies  required  to  be  maintained  by  Subtenant  hereunder  shall  provide  for 
thirty  (30)  days'  prior  written  notice  of  cancellation  for  any  reason,  intended  non-renewal,  or 
reduction  in  coverage  to  Subtenant  and  Sublandlord.  Such  notice  shall  be  given  in  accordance 
with  the  notice  provisions  of  Section  21.1  below. 

(d)  Subtenant  shall  deliver  to  Sublandlord  certificates  of  insurance  and  additional  insured 
policy  endorsements  in  a form  satisfactory  to  Sublandlord  evidencing  the  coverages  required 
herein,  together  with  evidence  of  payment  of  premiums,  on  or  before  the  Commencement  Date, 
and  upon  renewal  of  each  policy  not  less  than  thirty  (30)  days  before  expiration  of  the  term  of  the 
policy.  Subtenant  shall,  upon  Sublandlord's  request,  promptly  furnish  Sublandlord  with  a 
complete  copy  of  any  insurance  policy  required  hereunder. 

(e)  Not  more  often  than  every  year  and  upon  not  less  than  sixty  (60)  days'  prior  written 
notice,  Sublandlord  may  require  Subtenant  to  increase  the  insurance  limits  set  forth  in  Section 
17.1  above  if  Sublandlord  finds  in  its  reasonable  judgment  that  it  is  the  general  commercial 
practice  in  San  Francisco  to  carry  insurance  in  amounts  substantially  greater  than  those  amounts 
carried  by  Subtenant  with  respect  to  risks  comparable  to  those  associated  with  the  use  of  the 
Premises. 

(f)  Subtenant's  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Section  shall  in  no  way  relieve  or 
decrease  Subtenant's  indemnification  obligations  herein  or  any  of  Subtenant's  other  obligations  or 
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liabilities  under  this  Sublease. 


(g)  Notwithstanding  anything  to  the  contrary  in  this  Sublease,  Sublandlord  may  elect  in 
Sublandlord’s  sole  and  absolute  discretion  to  terminate  this  Sublease  upon  the  lapse  of  any 
required  insurance  coverage  by  written  notice  to  Subtenant. 

18.  ACCESS  BY  SUBLANDLORD 

18.1.  Access  to  Premises  by  Sublandlord. 

(a)  General  Access.  Sublandlord  reserves  for  itself  and  Sublandlord’s  Agents,  the  right  to 
enter  the  Premises  and  any  portion  thereof  at  all  reasonable  times  upon  not  less  than  twenty-four 
(24)  hours  oral  or  written  notice  to  Subtenant  (except  in  the  event  of  an  emergency)  for  any 
purpose. 

(b)  Emergency  Access.  In  the  event  of  any  emergency,  as  determined  by  Sublandlord, 
Sublandlord  may,  at  its  sole  option  and  without  notice,  enter  the  Premises  and  alter  or  remove 
any  Alterations  or  Subtenant's  Personal  Property  on  or  about  the  Premises.  Sublandlord  shall 
have  the  right  to  use  any  and  all  means  Sublandlord  considers  appropriate  to  gain  access  to  any 
portion  of  the  Premises  in  an  emergency.  In  such  case,  Sublandlord  shall  not  be  responsible  for 
any  damage  or  injury  to  any  such  property,  nor  for  the  replacement  of  any  such  property  and  any 
such  emergency  entry  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  a forcible  or  unlawful  entry  onto  or  a detainer  of, 
the  Premises,  or  an  eviction,  actual  or  constructive,  of  Subtenant  from  the  Premises  or  any 
portion  thereof. 

(c)  No  Liability.  Sublandlord  shall  not  be  liable  in  any  manner,  and  Subtenant  hereby 
waives  any  claims,  for  any  inconvenience,  disturbance,  loss  of  business,  nuisance  or  other 
damage  arising  out  of  Sublandlord's  entry  onto  the  Premises,  except  damage  resulting  directly 
and  exclusively  from  the  gross  negligence  or  willful  misconduct  of  Sublandlord  or  Sublandlord’s 
Agents  and  not  contributed  to  by  the  acts,  omissions  or  negligence  of  Subtenant,  Subtenant’s 
Agents  or  Subtenant’s  Invitees. 

18.2.  Access  to  Premises  by  Master  Landlord.  Subtenant  acknowledges  and  agrees  that 
Master  Landlord  shall  have  all  of  the  rights  of  access  to  the  Premises  described  in  the  Master 
Lease. 

19.  SURRENDER 

19.1.  Surrender  of  the  Premises.  Upon  the  termination  of  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  shall 
surrender  to  Sublandlord  the  Premises  in  the  same  condition  as  of  the  Commencement  Date, 
ordinary  wear  and  tear  excepted,  and  free  and  clear  of  all  liens,  easements  and  other 
encumbrances  created  or  suffered  by,  through  or  under  Subtenant.  On  or  before  any  termination 
hereof,  Subtenant  shall,  at  its  sole  cost,  remove  any  and  all  of  Subtenant's  Personal  Property  from 
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the  Premises  and  demolish  and  remove  any  and  all  Alterations  from  the  Premises  (except  for  any 
Alterations  that  Sublandlord  agrees  are  to  remain  part  of  the  Premises  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Section  8.3  above).  In  addition,  Subtenant  shall,  at  its  sole  expense,  repair  any  damage  to  the 
Premises  resulting  from  the  removal  of  any  such  items  and  restore  the  Premises  to  their  condition 
immediately  prior  to  the  presence  of  any  Alterations.  In  connection  therewith,  Subtenant  shall 
obtain  any  and  all  necessary  permits  and  approvals,  including,  without  limitation,  any 
environmental  permits,  and  execute  any  manifests  or  other  documents  necessary  to  complete  the 
demolition,  removal  or  restoration  work  required  hereunder.  Subtenant's  obligations  under  this 
Section  shall  survive  the  termination  of  this  Sublease.  Any  items  of  Subtenant's  Personal 
Property  remaining  on  or  about  the  Premises  after  the  termination  of  this  Sublease  may,  at 
Sublandlord's  option  and  after  thirty  (30)  days  written  notice  to  Subtenant,  be  deemed  abandoned 
and  in  such  case  Sublandlord  may  dispose  of  such  property  in  accordance  with  Section  1980,  et 
seq..  of  the  California  Civil  Code  or  in  any  other  manner  allowed  by  Law. 

19.2.  No  Holding  Over.  If  Subtenant  fails  to  surrender  the  Premises  to  Sublandlord  upon  the 
termination  of  this  Sublease  as  required  by  this  Section,  Subtenant  shall  Indemnify  Sublandlord 
against  all  Losses  resulting  therefrom,  including,  without  limitation,  Losses  made  by  a 
succeeding  Subtenant  resulting  from  Subtenant's  failure  to  surrender  the  Premises.  Subtenant 
shall  have  no  right  to  hold  over  without  the  prior  written  consent  of  Sublandlord,  which  consent 
may  be  withheld  in  Sublandlord's  sole  and  absolute  discretion.  If  Sublandlord  holds  over  the 
Premises  or  any  part  thereof  after  expiration  or  earlier  termination  of  this  Sublease,  such  holding 
over  shall  be  terminable  upon  written  notice  by  Sublandlord,  and  the  Base  Rent  shall  be 
increased  to  two  hundred  percent  (200%)  of  the  Base  Rent  in  effect  immediately  prior  to  such 
holding  over,  and  such  holdover  shall  otherwise  be  on  all  the  other  terms  and  conditions  of  this 
Sublease.  This  Section  shall  not  be  construed  as  Sublandlord's  permission  for  Subtenant  to  hold 
over.  Acceptance  of  any  holdover  Base  Rent  by  Sublandlord  following  expiration  or  termination 
of  this  Sublease  shall  not  constitute  an  extension  or  renewal  of  this  Sublease. 

19.3.  Security  Deposit.  Subtenant  shall  pay  to  Sublandlord  upon  execution  of  this  Sublease  a 
security  deposit  in  the  amount  set  forth  in  the  Basic  Sublease  Information  as  security  for  the 
faithful  performance  of  all  terms,  covenants  and  conditions  of  this  Sublease.  Subtenant  agrees 
that  Sublandlord  may  (but  shall  not  be  required  to)  apply  the  security  deposit  in  whole  or  in  part 
to  remedy  any  damage  to  the  Premises  caused  by  Subtenant,  Subtenant’s  Agents  or  Subtenant’s 
Invitees,  or  any  failure  of  Subtenant  to  perform  any  other  terms,  covenants  or  conditions 
contained  in  this  Sublease,  without  waiving  any  of  Sublandlord's  other  rights  and  remedies 
hereunder  or  at  Law  or  in  equity.  Should  Sublandlord  use  any  portion  of  the  security  deposit  to 
cure  any  Event  of  Default  by  Subtenant  hereunder,  Subtenant  shall  immediately  replenish  the 
security  deposit  to  the  original  amount,  and  Subtenant's  failure  to  do  so  within  five  (5)  days  of 
Sublandlord's  notice  shall  constitute  a material  Event  of  Default  under  this  Sublease. 
Sublandlord's  obligations  with  respect  to  the  security  deposit  are  solely  that  of  debtor  and  not 
trustee.  Sublandlord  shall  not  be  required  to  keep  the  security  deposit  separate  from  its  general 
funds,  and  Subtenant  shall  not  be  entitled  to  any  interest  on  such  deposit.  The  amount  of  the 
security  deposit  shall  not  be  deemed  to  limit  Subtenant's  liability  for  the  performance  of  any  of  its 
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obligations  under  this  Sublease.  To  the  extent  that  Sublandlord  is  not  entitled  to  retain  or  apply 
the  security  deposit  pursuant  to  this  Section  20.3.  Sublandlord  shall  return  such  security  deposit 
to  Subtenant  within  forty-five  (45)  days  of  the  termination  of  this  Sublease. 

20.  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 

20.1.  No  Hazardous  Materials.  Subtenant  covenants  and  agrees  that  neither  Subtenant  nor 
any  of  Subtenant’s  Agents  or  Subtenant’s  Invitees  shall  cause  or  permit  any  material  that, 
because  of  its  quantity,  concentration  or  physical  or  chemical  characteristics,  is  deemed  by  any 
federal,  state  or  local  governmental  authority  to  pose  a present  or  potential  hazard  to  human 
health  or  safety  or  to  the  environment,  including,  without  limitation,  any  material  or  substance 
defined  as  a "hazardous  substance,"  or  "pollutant"  or  "contaminant"  pursuant  to  the 
Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation  and  Liability  Act  of  1980  ("CERCLA", 
also  commonly  known  as  the  "Superfund"  law),  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  Sections  9601  et  seq.),  or 
pursuant  to  Section  25281  of  the  California  Health  & Safety  Code;  any  "hazardous  waste"  listed 
pursuant  to  Section  25140  of  the  California  Health  & Safety  Code;  any  asbestos  and  asbestos 
containing  materials  whether  or  not  such  materials  are  part  of  the  structure  of  any  existing 
improvements  on  the  Premises,  or  are  naturally  occurring  substances  on,  in  or  about  the 
Premises;  and  petroleum,  including  crude  oil  or  any  fraction  thereof,  and  natural  gas  or  natural 
gas  liquids  (“Hazardous  Material”)  to  be  brought  upon,  kept,  used,  stored,  generated  or  disposed 
of  in,  on  or  about  the  Premises  or  transported  to  or  from  the  Premises  without  the  prior  written 
approval  of  Sublandlord,  which  approval  may  be  withheld  in  Sublandlord’s  sole  and  absolute 
discretion.  Subtenant  shall  immediately  notify  Sublandlord  if  and  when  Subtenant  learns  or  has 
reason  to  believe  there  has  been  any  release  of  Hazardous  Material  in,  on  or  about  the  Premises. 
Sublandlord  may  from  time  to  time  request  Subtenant  to  provide  adequate  information  for 
Sublandlord  to  determine  that  any  Hazardous  Material  permitted  hereunder  is  being  handled  in 
compliance  with  all  applicable  federal,  state  or  local  Laws  or  policies  relating  to  Hazardous 
Material  (including,  without  limitation,  its  use,  handling,  transportation,  production,  disposal, 
discharge  or  storage)  or  to  human  health  and  safety,  industrial  hygiene  or  environmental 
conditions  in,  on,  under  or  about  the  Premises  and  any  other  property,  including,  without 
limitation,  soil,  air  and  groundwater  conditions  (“Environmental  Laws”),  and  Subtenant  shall 
promptly  provide  all  such  information.  Sublandlord  and  Sublandlord’s  Agents  shall  have  the 
right  to  inspect  the  Premises  for  Hazardous  Material  and  compliance  with  the  provisions  hereof 
at  all  reasonable  times  upon  reasonable  advance  oral  or  written  notice  to  Subtenant  (except  in  the 
event  of  an  emergency).  Subtenant  agrees  that  it  shall  comply,  without  limiting  the  foregoing, 
with  the  provisions  of  Article  21  of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  including,  without  limitation, 
regarding  obtaining  and  complying  with  the  requirements  of  an  approved  hazardous  materials 
management  plan,  and  with  the  requirements  of  the  environmental  protection  provisions 
provided  for  in  Section  13  of  the  Master  Lease. 

20.2.  Subtenant's  Environmental  Indemnity.  If  Subtenant  breaches  any  of  its  obligations 
contained  in  Section  20.1  above,  or,  if  any  act  or  omission  or  negligence  of  Subtenant  or  any  of 
Subtenant’s  Agents  or  Subtenant’s  Invitees  results  in  any  spilling,  leaking,  pumping,  pouring, 
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emitting,  discharging,  injecting,  escaping,  leeching  or  dumping  (“Release”)  of  Hazardous 
Material  in,  on,  under  or  about  the  Premises  or  the  Property,  without  limiting  Subtenant's  general 
Indemnity  contained  in  Section  16.2  above.  Subtenant,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  Subtenant’s 
Agents,  shall  Indemnify  the  Indemnified  Parties,  and  each  of  them,  from  and  against  any  and  all 
enforcement,  investigation,  remediation  or  other  governmental  or  regulatory  actions,  agreements 
or  orders  threatened,  instituted  or  completed  pursuant  to  any  Environmental  Laws  together  with 
any  and  all  Losses  made  or  threatened  by  any  third  party  against  Sublandlord,  Sublandlord’s 
Agents,  or  the  Premises,  relating  to  damage,  contribution,  cost  recovery  compensation,  loss  or 
injury  resulting  from  the  presence.  Release  or  discharge  of  any  Hazardous  Materials,  including, 
without  limitation,  Losses  based  in  common  law,  investigation  and  remediation  costs,  fines, 
natural  resource  damages,  damages  for  decrease  in  value  of  the  Premises,  the  loss  or  restriction 
of  the  use  or  any  amenity  of  the  Premises  and  attorneys'  fees  and  consultants'  fees  and  experts' 
fees  and  costs  (“Hazardous  Materials  Claims”)  arising  during  or  after  the  Term  of  this  Sublease 
and  relating  to  such  Release.  The  foregoing  Indemnity  includes,  without  limitation,  all  costs 
associated  with  the  investigation  and  remediation  of  Hazardous  Material  and  with  the  restoration 
of  the  Premises  or  the  Property  to  its  prior  condition  including,  without  limitation,  fines  and 
penalties  imposed  by  regulatory  agencies,  natural  resource  damages  and  losses,  and  revegetation 
of  the  Premises  or  other  Sublandlord  property.  Without  limiting  the  foregoing,  if  Subtenant  or 
any  of  Subtenant's  Agents  or  Subtenant’s  Invitees,  causes  or  permits  the  Release  of  any 
Hazardous  Materials  in,  on,  under  or  about  the  Premises  or  the  Property,  Subtenant  shall, 
immediately,  at  no  expense  to  Sublandlord,  take  any  and  all  appropriate  actions  to  return  the 
Premises  or  other  Sublandlord  property  affected  thereby  to  the  condition  existing  prior  to  such 
Release  and  otherwise  investigate  and  remediate  the  Release  in  accordance  with  all 
Environmental  Laws.  Subtenant  shall  provide  Sublandlord  with  written  notice  of  and  afford 
Sublandlord  a full  opportunity  to  participate  in  any  discussions  with  governmental  regulatory 
agencies  regarding  any  settlement  agreement,  cleanup  or  abatement  agreement,  consent  decree, 
permit,  approvals,  or  other  compromise  or  proceeding  involving  Hazardous  Material. 

20.3.  Acknowledgment  of  Receipt  of  EBS  and  FQSL  Reports.  Subtenant  hereby 
acknowledges  for  itself  and  Subtenant’s  Agents  that,  prior  to  the  execution  of  this  Sublease,  it 
has  received  and  reviewed  the  Environmental  Baseline  Survey  (“EBS”)  and  the  Finding  of 
Suitability  to  Lease  (“FOSL”)  described  in  Section  7 of  the  Master  Lease.  California  law 
requires  landlords  to  disclose  to  tenants  the  presence  or  potential  presence  of  certain  Hazardous 
Materials.  Accordingly,  Subtenant  is  hereby  advised  that  occupation  of  the  Premises  may  lead  to 
exposure  to  Hazardous  Materials  such  as,  but  not  limited  to,  gasoline,  diesel  and  other  vehicle 
fluids,  vehicle  exhaust,  office  maintenance  fluids,  tobacco  smoke,  methane  and  building 
materials  containing  chemicals,  such  as  formaldehyde.  Further,  there  are  Hazardous  Materials 
located  on  the  Premises  as  described  in  the  EBS  and  the  FOSL.  In  addition,  California's 
Proposition  65,  Health  and  Safety  Code  Section  25249.6  et  seq.,  requires  notice  that  some  of 
these  Hazardous  Materials  are  known  by  the  State  of  California  to  cause  cancer  or  reproductive 
harm.  By  execution  of  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  acknowledges  that  the  notices  and  warnings  set 
forth  above  satisfy  the  requirements  of  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  Sections  25249.6  et 
seq..  25359.7  and  related  statutes. 
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21. 


GENERAL  PROVISIONS 


21.1.  Notices.  Except  as  otherwise  expressly  provided  in  this  Sublease,  any  notice  given 
hereunder  shall  be  effective  only  in  writing  and  given  by  delivering  the  notice  in  person,  or  by 
sending  it  first  class  mail  or  certified  mail  with  a return  receipt  requested  or  reliable  commercial 
overnight  courier,  return  receipt  requested,  with  postage  prepaid,  to  the  appropriate  addresses  set 
forth  in  the  Basic  Sublease  Information.  Any  Party  hereunder  may  designate  a new  address  for 
notice  purposes  hereunder  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  such  change.  Any 
notice  hereunder  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  given  two  (2)  days  after  the  date  when  it  is  mailed 
if  sent  by  first  class  or  certified  mail,  one  day  after  the  date  it  is  made,  if  sent  by  commercial 
overnight  carrier,  or  upon  the  date  personal  delivery  is  made,  and  any  refusal  by  either  Party  to 
accept  the  attempted  delivery  of  any  notice,  if  such  attempted  delivery  is  in  compliance  with  this 
Section  21.1  and  applicable  Laws,  shall  be  deemed  receipt  of  such  notice. 

21.2.  No  Implied  Waiver.  No  failure  by  Sublandlord  to  insist  upon  the  strict  performance  of 
any  obligation  of  Subtenant  under  this  Sublease  or  to  exercise  any  right,  power  or  remedy  arising 
out  of  a breach  thereof,  irrespective  of  the  length  of  time  for  which  such  failure  continues,  no 
acceptance  of  full  or  partial  payment  of  Rent  due  hereunder  during  the  continuance  of  any  such 
breach,  and  no  acceptance  of  the  keys  to  or  possession  of  the  Premises  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
the  Term  by  any  Agent  of  Sublandlord,  shall  constitute  a waiver  of  such  breach  or  of 
Sublandlord's  right  to  demand  strict  compliance  with  such  term,  covenant  or  condition  or  operate 
as  a surrender  of  this  Sublease.  No  express  written  waiver  of  any  default  or  the  performance  of 
any  provision  hereof  shall  affect  any  other  default  or  performance,  or  cover  any  other  period  of 
time,  other  than  the  default,  performance  or  period  of  time  specified  in  such  express  waiver.  One 
or  more  written  waivers  of  a default  or  the  performance  of  any  provision  hereof  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  a waiver  of  a subsequent  default  or  performance.  The  consent  of  Sublandlord 
given  in  any  instance  under  the  terms  of  this  Sublease  shall  not  relieve  Subtenant  of  any 
obligation  to  secure  the  consent  of  Sublandlord  in  any  other  or  future  instance  under  the  terms  of 
this  Sublease. 

21.3.  Amendments.  Neither  this  Sublease  nor  any  term  or  provision  hereof  may  be  changed, 
waived,  discharged  or  terminated,  except  by  a written  instrument  signed  by  the  Parties  hereto. 

21.4.  Authority.  If  Subtenant  signs  as  a corporation,  a partnership  or  a limited  liability 
company,  each  of  the  persons  executing  this  Sublease  on  behalf  of  Subtenant  does  hereby 
covenant  and  warrant  that  Subtenant  is  a duly  authorized  and  existing  entity,  that  Subtenant  has 
and  is  qualified  to  do  business  in  California,  that  Subtenant  has  full  right  and  authority  to  enter 
into  this  Sublease,  and  that  each  and  all  of  the  persons  signing  on  behalf  of  Subtenant  are 
authorized  to  do  so.  Upon  Sublandlord’s  request,  Subtenant  shall  provide  Sublandlord  with 
evidence  reasonably  satisfactory  to  Sublandlord  confirming  the  foregoing  representations  and 
warranties.  Without  limiting  the  generality  of  the  foregoing,  Subtenant  represents  and  warrants 
that  it  has  full  power  to  make  the  waivers  and  releases,  indemnities  and  the  disclosures  set  forth 
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herein,  and  that  it  has  received  independent  legal  advice  from  its  attorney  as  to  the  advisability  of 
entering  into  a sublease  containing  those  provisions  and  their  legal  effect. 

21.5.  Joint  and  Several  Obligations.  The  word  "Subtenant"  as  used  herein  shall  include  the 
plural  as  well  as  the  singular.  If  there  is  more  than  one  Subtenant,  the  obligations  and  liabilities 
under  this  Sublease  imposed  on  Subtenant  shall  be  joint  and  several. 

21.6.  Interpretation  of  Sublease.  The.  captions  preceding  the  articles  and  sections  of  this 
Sublease  and  in  the  table  of  contents  have  been  inserted  for  convenience  of  reference  only  and 
such  captions  shall  in  no  way  define  or  limit  the  scope  or  intent  of  any  provision  of  this  Sublease. 
This  Sublease  has  been  negotiated  at  arm's  length  and  between  persons  sophisticated  and 
knowledgeable  in  the  matters  dealt  with  herein  and  shall  be  interpreted  to  achieve  the  intents  and 
purposes  of  the  Parties,  without  any  presumption  against  the  party  responsible  for  drafting  any 
part  of  this  Sublease.  Provisions  in  this  Sublease  relating  to  number  of  days  shall  be  calendar 
days,  unless  otherwise  specified,  provided  that  if  the  last  day  of  any  period  to  give  notice,  reply  to 
a notice  or  to  undertake  any  other  action  occurs  on  a Saturday,  Sunday  or  a bank  or  Sublandlord 
holiday,  then  the  last  day  for  undertaking  the  action  or  giving  or  replying  to  the  notice  shall  be 
the  next  succeeding  business  day.  Use  of  the  word  "including"  or  similar  words  shall  not  be 
construed  to  limit  any  general  term,  statement  or  other  matter  in  this  Sublease,  whether  or  not 
language  of  non-limitation,  such  as  "without  limitation"  or  similar  words,  are  used.  Unless 
otherwise  provided  herein,  whenever  the  consent  of  Sublandlord  is  required  to  be  obtained  by 
Subtenant  hereunder,  Sublandlord  may  give  or  withhold  such  consent  in  its  sole  and  absolute 
discretion. 

21.7.  Successors  and  Assigns.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  Section  14.  the  terms,  covenants 
and  conditions  contained  in  this  Sublease  shall  bind  and  inure  to  the  benefit  of  Sublandlord  and 
Subtenant  and,  except  as  otherwise  provided  herein,  their  personal  representatives  and  successors 
and  assigns;  provided,  however,  that  upon  any  transfer  by  Sublandlord  (or  by  any  subsequent 
Sublandlord)  of  its  interest  in  the  Premises  as  lessee,  including  any  transfer  by  operation  of  Law, 
Sublandlord  (or  any  subsequent  Sublandlord)  shall  be  relieved  from  all  subsequent  obligations 
and  liabilities  arising  under  this  Sublease  subsequent  to  such  transfer. 

21.8.  Brokers.  Neither  party  has  had  any  contact  or  dealings  regarding  the  leasing  of  the 
Premises,  or  any  communication  in  connection  therewith,  through  any  licensed  real  estate  broker 
or  other  person  who  could  claim  a right  to  a commission  or  finder's  fee  in  connection  with  the 
Sublease  contemplated  herein.  In  the  event  that  any  broker  or  finder  perfects  a claim  for  a 
commission  or  finder's  fee  based  upon  any  such  contact,  dealings  or  communication,  the  party 
through  whom  the  broker  or  finder  makes  a claim  shall  be  responsible  for  such  commission  or 
fee  and  shall  Indemnify  the  other  party  from  any  and  all  Losses  incurred  by  the  indemnified  party 
in  defending  against  the  same.  The  provisions  of  this  Section  shall  survive  any  termination  of 
this  Sublease. 


21.9.  Severability.  If  any  provision  of  this  Sublease  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person, 
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entity  or  circumstance  shall,  to  any  extent,  be  invalid  or  unenforceable,  the  remainder  of  this 
Sublease,  or  the  application  of  such  provision  to  persons,  entities  or  circumstances  other  than 
those  as  to  which  it  is  invalid  or  unenforceable,  shall  not  be  affected  thereby,  and  each  other 
provision  of  this  Sublease  shall  be  valid  and  be  enforceable  to  the  fullest  extent  permitted  by 
Law. 

21.10.  Governing  Law.  This  Sublease  shall  be  construed  and  enforced  in  accordance  with  the 
Laws  of  the  State  of  California  and  the  federal  government. 

21.11.  Entire  Agreement.  This  instrument  (including  the  exhibits  hereto,  which  are  made  a 
part  of  this  Sublease)  contains  the  entire  agreement  between  the  Parties  and  supersedes  all  prior 
written  or  oral  negotiations,  discussions,  understandings  and  agreements.  The  Parties  further 
intend  that  this  Sublease  shall  constitute  the  complete  and  exclusive  statement  of  its  terms  and 
that  no  extrinsic  evidence  whatsoever  (including  prior  drafts  of  this  Sublease  and  any  changes 
therefrom)  may  be  introduced  in  any  judicial,  administrative  or  other  legal  proceeding  involving 
this  Sublease.  Subtenant  hereby  acknowledges  that  neither  Sublandlord  nor  Sublandlord's 
Agents  have  made  any  representations  or  warranties  with  respect  to  the  Premises  or  this  Sublease 
except  as  expressly  set  forth  herein,  and  no  rights,  easements  or  licenses  are  or  shall  be  acquired 
by  Subtenant  by  implication  or  otherwise  unless  expressly  set  forth  herein. 

21.12.  Attorneys'  Fees.  In  the  event  that  either  Sublandlord  or  Subtenant  fails  to  perform  any  of 
its  obligations  under  this  Sublease  or  in  the  event  a dispute  arises  concerning  the  meaning  or 
interpretation  of  any  provision  of  this  Sublease,  the  defaulting  party  or  the  party  not  prevailing  in 
such  dispute,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  pay  any  and  all  costs  and  expenses  incurred  by  the  other 
party  in  enforcing  or  establishing  its  rights  hereunder  (whether  or  not  such  action  is  prosecuted  to 
judgment),  including,  without  limitation,  court  costs  and  reasonable  attorneys'  fees.  For  purposes 
of  this  Sublease,  reasonable  fees  of  attorneys  in  the  Office  of  the  San  Francisco  City  Attorney 
(Sublandlord's  General  Counsel)  shall  be  based  on  the  fees  regularly  charged  by  private  attorneys 
with  the  equivalent  number  of  years  of  experience  in  the  subject  matter  area  of  the  law  for  which 
the  City  Attorney's  services  were  rendered  who  practice  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
in  law  firms  with  approximately  the  same  number  of  attorneys  as  employed  by  the  Office  of  the 
City  Attorney.  Further,  for  purposes  of  this  Sublease,  the  term  "attorneys'  fees"  shall  mean  the 
fees  and  expenses  of  counsel  to  the  Parties,  which  may  include  printing,  duplicating  and  other 
expenses,  air  freight  charges,  hiring  of  experts,  and  fees  billed  for  law  clerks,  paralegals, 
librarians  and  others  not  admitted  to  the  bar  but  performing  services  under  the  supervision  of  an 
attorney.  The  term  "attorneys'  fees"  shall  also  include,  without  limitation,  all  such  fees  and 
expenses  incurred  with  respect  to  appeals,  mediations,  arbitrations,  and  bankruptcy  proceedings, 
and  whether  or  not  any  action  is  brought  with  respect  to  the  matter  for  which  such  fees  and  costs 
were  incurred.  The  term  "attorney"  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  the  term  "counsel". 

21.13.  Time  of  Essence.  Time  is  of  the  essence  with  respect  to  all  provisions  of  this  Sublease  in 
which  a definite  time  for  performance  is  specified. 
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21.14.  Cumulative  Remedies.  All  rights  and  remedies  of  either  party  hereto  set  forth  in  this 
Sublease  shall  be  cumulative,  except  as  may  otherwise  be  provided  herein. 

21.15.  Survival  of  Indemnities.  Termination  of  this  Sublease  shall  not  affect  the  right  of  either 
party  to  enforce  any  and  all  indemnities  and  representations  and  warranties  given  or  made  to  the 
other  party  under  this  Sublease,  nor  shall  it  affect  any  provision  of  this  Sublease  that  expressly 
states  it  shall  survive  termination  hereof.  Subtenant  specifically  acknowledges  and  agrees  that, 
with  respect  to  each  of  the  indemnities  contained  in  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  has  an  immediate 
and  independent  obligation  to  defend  Sublandlord  and  the  other  Indemnified  Parties  from  any 
claim  which  actually  or  potentially  falls  within  the  indemnity  provision  even  if  such  allegation  is 
or  may  be  groundless,  fraudulent  or  false,  which  obligation  arises  at  the  time  such  claim  is 
tendered  to  Subtenant  by  Sublandlord  and  continues  at  all  times  thereafter. 

21.16.  Relationship  of  Parties.  Sublandlord  is  not,  and  none  of  the  provisions  in  this  Sublease 
shall  be  deemed  to  render  Sublandlord,  a partner  in  Subtenant's  business,  or  joint  venturer  or 
member  in  any  joint  enterprise  with  Subtenant.  This  Sublease  is  not  intended  nor  shall  it  be 
construed  to  create  any  third  party  beneficiary  rights  in  any  third  party,  unless  otherwise 
expressly  provided.  The  granting  of  this  Sublease  by  Sublandlord  does  not  constitute 
authorization  or  approval  by  Sublandlord  of  any  activity  conducted  by  Subtenant  on,  in  or 
relating  to  the  Premises. 

21.17.  Recording.  Subtenant  agrees  that  it  shall  not  record  this  Sublease  nor  any  memorandum 
or  short  form  hereof  in  the  official  records  of  any  county. 

21.18.  Non-Liability  of  Indemnified  Parties’  Officials,  Employees  and  Agents.  No  elective 
or  appointive  board,  commission,  member,  officer  or  employee  of  any  of  the  Indemnified  Parties 
shall  be  personally  liable  to  Subtenant,  its  successors  and  assigns,  in  the  event  of  any  default  or 
breach  by  Sublandlord  or  for  any  amount  which  may  become  due  to  Subtenant,  its  successors  and 
assigns,  or  for  any  obligation  of  Sublandlord  under  this  Sublease. 

21.19.  No  Discrimination.  Subtenant  shall  comply  with  the  non-discrimination  provisions  of 
Section  19.1  of  the  Master  Lease,  including,  without  limitation,  posting  all  notices  required 
therein. 

21.20.  Counterparts.  This  Sublease  may  be  executed  in  two  or  more  counterparts,  each  of 
which  shall  be  deemed  an  original,  but  all  of  which  taken  together  shall  constitute  one  and  the 
same  instrument. 

21.21.  Master  Landlord’s  Consent.  This  Sublease  is  expressly  conditioned  upon  receipt  of  the 
written  consent  of  Master  Landlord. 


22.  SPECIAL  PROVISIONS 
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22.1.  Signs.  Subtenant  agrees  that  it  will  not  erect  or  maintain,  or  permit  to  be  erected  or 
maintained,  any  signs,  notices  or  graphics  upon  or  about  the  Premises  which  are  visible  in  or 
from  public  corridors  or  other  portions  of  any  common  areas  of  the  Premises  or  from  the  exterior 
of  the  Premises,  without  Sublandlord's  prior  written  consent,  which  Sublandlord  may  withhold  or 
grant  in  its  sole  discretion. 

22.2.  Public  Transit  Information.  Subtenant  shall  establish  and  carry  on  during  the  Term  a 
program  to  encourage  maximum  use  of  public  transportation  by  personnel  of  Subtenant 
employed  on  the  Premises,  including,  without  limitation,  the  distribution  to  such  employees  of 
written  materials  explaining  the  convenience  and  availability  of  public  transportation  facilities 
adjacent  or  proximate  to  the  Premises  and  encouraging  use  of  such  facilities,  all  at  Subtenant's 
sole  expense. 

22.3.  TIHDI  Job  Broker.  Subtenant  shall  comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  TIHDI  Work 
Force  Hiring  Plan  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  F. 

22.4.  Local  Hiring.  Subtenant  further  agrees  to  use  good  faith  efforts  to  hire  residents  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  at  all  levels  of  Subtenant's  personnel  needs  and  to  contract 
with  local  businesses  for  Subtenant's  purchase  of  supplies,  materials,  equipment  or  services. 

22.5.  Non-Discrimination  in  City  Contracts  and  Benefits  Ordinance. 

(a)  Covenant  Not  to  Discriminate.  In  the  performance  of  this  Sublease,  Subtenant 
covenants  and  agrees  not  to  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  the  fact  or  perception  of  a person’s  race, 
color,  creed,  religion,  national  origin,  ancestry,  age,  sex,  sexual  orientation,  gender  identity, 
domestic  partner  status,  marital  status,  disability,  weight,  height  or  Acquired  Immune  Deficiency 
Syndrome  or  HIV  status  (AIDS/HIV  status)  against  any  employee  of,  any  City  employee  working 
with,  or  applicant  for  employment  with,  Subtenant  in  any  of  Subtenant’s  operations  within  the 
United  States,  or  against  any  person  seeking  accommodations,  advantages,  facilities,  privileges, 
services,  or  membership  in  all  business,  social,  or  other  establishments  or  organizations  operated 
by  Subtenant. 

(b)  Sub-Subleases  and  Other  Subcontracts.  Subtenant  shall  include  in  all  sub-subleases 
and  other  subcontracts  relating  to  the  Premises  a non-discrimination  clause  applicable  to  such 
sub-subtenant  or  other  subcontractor  in  substantially  the  form  of  subsection  ( a)  above.  In 
addition,  Subtenant  shall  incorporate  by  reference  in  all  sub-subleases  and  other  subcontracts  the 
provisions  of  Sections  12B.2(a),  12B.2(c)-(k),  and  12C.3  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative 
Code  and  shall  require  all  sub-subtenants  and  other  subcontractors  to  comply  with  such 
provisions.  Subtenant’s  failure  to  comply  with  the  obligations  in  this  subsection  shall  constitute 
a material  breach  of  this  Sublease. 

(c)  Non-Discrimination  in  Benefits.  Subtenant  does  not  as  of  the  date  of  this  Sublease  and 
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will  not  during  the  Term,  in  any  of  its  operations  or  in  San  Francisco  or  with  respect  to  its 
operations  under  this  Sublease  elsewhere  within  the  United  States,  discriminate  in  the  provision 
of  bereavement  leave,  family  medical  leave,  health  benefits,  membership  or  membership 
discounts,  moving  expenses,  pension  and  retirement  benefits  or  travel  benefits,  as  well  as  any 
benefits  other  than  the  benefits  specified  above,  between  employees  with  domestic  partners  and 
employees  with  spouses,  and/or  between  the  domestic  partners  and  spouses  of  such  employees, 
where  the  domestic  partnership  has  been  registered  with  a governmental  entity  pursuant  to  state 
or  local  law  authorizing  such  registration,  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in  Section  12B.2(b) 
of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

(d)  CMP  Form.  As  a condition  to  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  shall  execute  the  “Chapter  12B 
Declaration:  Nondiscrimination  in  Contracts  and  Benefits”  form  (Form  CMD-12B-101)  with 
supporting  documentation  and  secure  the  approval  of  the  form  by  the  San  Francisco  City 
Administrator’s  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (the  “CMD”).  Subtenant  hereby  represents  that 
prior  to  execution  of  this  Sublease,  (i)  Subtenant  executed  and  submitted  to  the  CMD  Form 
CMD-12B-101  with  supporting  documentation;  and  (ii)  the  CMD  approved  such  form. 

(e)  Incorporation  of  Administrative  Code  Provisions  by  Reference.  The  provisions  of 
Chapters  12B  and  12C  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  relating  to  non-discrimination 
by  parties  contracting  for  the  lease  of  City  property  are  incorporated  in  this  Section  by  reference 
and  made  a part  of  this  Agreement  as  though  fully  set  forth  herein.  Subtenant  shall  comply  fully 
with  and  be  bound  by  all  of  the  provisions  that  apply  to  this  Sublease  under  such  Chapters  of  the 
Administrative  Code,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  remedies  provided  in  such  Chapters. 
Without  limiting  the  foregoing,  Subtenant  understands  that  pursuant  to  Section  12B.2(h)  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  a penalty  of  Fifty  Dollars  ($50.00)  for  each  person  for  each 
calendar  day  during  which  such  person  was  discriminated  against  in  violation  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Sublease  may  be  assessed  against  Subtenant  and/or  deducted  from  any  payments  due 
Subtenant. 

22.6.  MacBride  Principles  - Northern  Ireland.  The  City  urges  companies  doing  business  in 
Northern  Ireland  to  move  toward  resolving  employment  inequities  and  encourages  them  to  abide 
by  the  MacBride  Principles  as  expressed  in  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  12F.1,  et 
seq.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  also  urges  San  Francisco  companies  to  do  business 
with  corporations  that  abide  by  the  MacBride  Principles.  Subtenant  acknowledges  that  it  has 
read  and  understands  the  above  statement  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  concerning 
doing  business  in  Northern  Ireland. 

22.7.  Tropical  Hardwood  and  Virgin  Redwood  Ban.  The  City  urges  companies  not  to 
import,  purchase,  obtain  or  use  for  any  purpose,  any  tropical  hardwood,  tropical  hardwood  wood 
product,  virgin  redwood  or  virgin  redwood  product.  Except  as  expressly  permitted  by  the 
application  of  Section  802(b)  and  803(b)  of  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code,  Subtenant 
shall  not  provide  any  items  to  the  construction  of  tenant  improvements  or  Alterations  in  the 
Premises,  or  otherwise  in  the  performance  of  this  Sublease,  which  are  tropical  hardwoods, 
tropical  hardwood  wood  products,  virgin  redwood,  or  virgin  redwood  wood  products.  In  the 
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event  Subtenant  fails  to  comply  in  good  faith  with  any  of  the  provisions  of  Chapter  8 of  the  San 
Francisco  Environment  Code,  Subtenant  shall  be  liable  for  liquidated  damages  for  each  violation 
in  an  amount  equal  to  Subtenant's  net  profit  on  the  contract,  or  five  percent  (5%)  of  the  total 
amount  of  the  contract  dollars,  whichever  is  greater. 

22.8.  Wages  and  Working  Conditions.  Subtenant  agrees  that  any  person  performing  labor  in 
the  construction  of  any  tenant  improvements  and  any  Alterations  to  the  Premises,  which 
Subtenant  provides  under  this  Sublease,  shall  be  paid  not  less  than  the  highest  prevailing  rate  of 
wages  consistent  with  the  requirements  of  Section  6.22(E)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative 
Code,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  hours  and  working  conditions,  and  shall  receive  the  same 
benefits  as  in  each  case  are  provided  for  similar  work  performed  in  San  Francisco,  California. 
Subtenant  shall  include,  in  any  contract  for  construction  of  such  tenant  improvements  and 
Alterations,  a requirement  that  all  persons  performing  labor  under  such  contract  shall  be  paid  not 
less  than  the  highest  prevailing  rate  of  wages  for  the  labor  so  performed.  Subtenant  shall  require 
any  contractor  to  provide,  and  shall  deliver  to  Sublandlord  upon  request,  certified  payroll  reports 
with  respect  to  all  persons  performing  labor  in  the  construction  of  such  tenant  improvement  work 
or  any  Alterations  to  the  Premises. 

22.9.  Prohibition  of  Alcoholic  Beverage  Advertising.  Subtenant  acknowledges  and  agrees 
that  no  advertising  of  alcoholic  beverages  is  allowed  on  the  Premises.  For  purposes  of  this 
section,  "alcoholic  beverage"  shall  be  defined  as  set  forth  in  California  Business  and  Professions 
Code  Section  23004,  and  shall  not  include  cleaning  solutions,  medical  supplies  and  other 
products  and  substances  not  intended  for  drinking.  This  advertising  prohibition  includes  the 
placement  of  the  name  of  a company  producing,  selling  or  distributing  alcoholic  beverages  or  the 
name  of  any  alcoholic  beverage  in  any  promotion  of  any  event  or  product.  This  advertising 
prohibition  does  not  apply  to  any  advertisement  sponsored  by  a state,  local,  nonprofit  or  other 
entity  designed  to  (i)  communicate  the  health  hazards  of  alcoholic  beverages,  (ii)  encourage 
people  not  to  drink  alcohol  or  to  stop  drinking  alcohol,  or  (iii)  provide  or  publicize  drug  or 
alcohol  treatment  or  rehabilitation  services. 

22.10.  Prohibition  of  Tobacco  Sales  and  Advertising.  Subtenant  acknowledges  and  agrees 
that  no  advertising  of  cigarettes  or  tobacco  products  is  allowed  on  any  real  property  owned  by  or 
under  the  control  of  Sublandlord  or  the  City,  including  the  Premises  and  the  Property.  This 
advertising  prohibition  includes  the  placement  of  the  name  of  a company  producing,  selling  or 
distributing  cigarettes  or  tobacco  products  or  the  name  of  any  cigarette  or  tobacco  product  in  any 
promotion  of  any  event  or  product.  This  advertising  prohibition  does  not  apply  to  any 
advertisement  sponsored  by  a state,  local  or  nonprofit  entity  designed  to  communicate  the  health 
hazards  of  cigarettes  and  tobacco  products  or  to  encourage  people  not  to  smoke  or  to  stop 
smoking. 

22.11.  Pesticide  Prohibition.  Subtenant  shall  comply  with  the  provisions  of  Section  308  of 
Chapter  3 of  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  (the  "Pesticide  Ordinance")  which  (i)  prohibit 
the  use  of  certain  pesticides  on  City  property,  (ii)  require  the  posting  of  certain  notices  and  the 


34 


maintenance  of  certain  records  regarding  pesticide  usage  and  (iii)  require  Subtenant  to  submit  to 
Sublandlord  an  integrated  pest  management  ("EPM")  plan  that  (a)  lists,  to  the  extent  reasonably 
possible,  the  types  and  estimated  quantities  of  pesticides  that  Subtenant  may  need  to  apply  to  the 
Premises  during  the  terms  of  this  Sublease,  (b)  describes  the  steps  Subtenant  will  take  to  meet 
the  City’s  IPM  Policy  described  in  Section  300  of  the  Pesticide  Ordinance  and  (c)  identifies,  by 
name,  title,  address  and  telephone  number,  an  individual  to  act  as  Subtenant's  primary  IPM 
contact  person  with  the  City.  In  addition,  Subtenant  shall  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
Sections  303(a)  and  303(b)  of  the  Pesticide  Ordinance. 

22.12.  First  Source  Hiring  Ordinance.  The  City  has  adopted  a First  Source  Hiring  Ordinance 
(Board  of  Supervisors  Ordinance  No.  264  98)  which  establishes  specific  requirements, 
procedures  and  monitoring  for  first  source  hiring  of  qualified  economically  disadvantaged 
individuals  for  entry  level  positions.  Within  thirty  (30)  days  after  Sublandlord  adopts  a First 
Source  Hiring  Implementation  and  Monitoring  Plan  in  accordance  with  the  First  Source  Hiring 
Ordinance,  Subtenant  shall  enter  into  a First  Source  Hiring  Agreement  that  meets  the  applicable 
requirements  of  Section  83.9  of  the  First  Source  Hiring  Ordinance. 

22.13.  Sunshine  Ordinance.  In  accordance  with  Section  67.24(e)  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code,  contracts,  contractors’  bids,  leases,  agreements,  responses  to  Requests  for 
Proposals,  and  all  other  records  of  communications  between  City  departments  and  persons  or 
firms  seeking  contracts  will  be  open  to  inspection  immediately  after  a contract  has  been  awarded. 
Nothing  in  this  provision  requires  the  disclosure  of  a private  person’s  or  organization’s  net  worth 
or  other  proprietary  financial  data  submitted  for  qualification  for  a contract,  lease,  agreement  or 
other  benefit  until  and  unless  that  person  or  organization  is  awarded  the  contract,  lease, 
agreement  or  benefit.  Information  provided  which  is  covered  by  this  Section  will  be  made 
available  to  the  public  upon  request. 

22.14.  Conflicts  of  Interest.  Through  its  execution  of  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  acknowledges 
that  it  is  familiar  with  the  provisions  of  Section  15.103  of  the  San  Francisco  Charter,  Article  m, 
Chapter  2 of  City's  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code,  and  Section  87100  et  seq.  and 
Section  1090  et  seq.  of  the  Government  Code  of  the  State  of  California,  and  certifies  that  it  does 
not  know  of  any  facts  which  would  constitute  a violation  of  said  provisions,  and  agrees  that  if 
Subtenant  becomes  aware  of  any  such  fact  during  the  Term  of  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  shall 
immediately  notify  Sublandlord. 

22.15.  Charter  Provision.  This  Sublease  is  governed  by  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

22.16.  Requiring  Health  Benefits  for  Covered  Employees.  Unless  exempt,  Subtenant  agrees 
to  comply  fully  with  and  be  bound  by  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Health  Care  Accountability 
Ordinance  (HCAO),  as  set  forth  in  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  12Q,  including 
the  remedies  provided,  and  implementing  regulations,  as  the  same  may  be  amended  from  time  to 
time.  The  provisions  of  Chapter  12Q  are  incorporated  herein  by  reference  and  made  a part  of  this 
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Sublease  as  though  fully  set  forth.  The  text  of  the  HCAO  is  available  on  the  web  at 
http://www.sfgov.org/olse/hcao.  Capitalized  terms  used  in  this  Section  and  not  defined  in  this 
Sublease  shall  have  the  meanings  assigned  to  such  terms  in  Chapter  12Q. 

(a)  For  each  Covered  Employee,  Subtenant  shall  provide  the  appropriate  health  benefit  set 
forth  in  Section  12Q.3  of  the  HCAO.  If  Subtenant  chooses  to  offer  the  health  plan  option,  such 
health  plan  shall  meet  the  minimum  standards  set  forth  by  the  San  Francisco  Health  Commission. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  above,  if  Subtenant  is  a small  business  as  defined  in 

Section  12Q.3(d)  of  the  HCAO,  it  shall  have  no  obligation  to  comply  with  Subsection  (a)  above. 

(c)  Subtenant's  failure  to  comply  with  the  HCAO  shall  constitute  a material  breach  of  this 
Sublease.  Sublandlord  shall  notify  Subtenant  if  such  a breach  has  occurred.  If,  within  thirty  (30) 
days  after  receiving  City's  written  notice  of  a breach  of  this  Sublease  for  violating  the  HCAO, 
Subtenant  fails  to  cure  such  breach  or,  if  such  breach  cannot  reasonably  be  cured  within  such 
period  of  thirty  (30)  days,  Subtenant  fails  to  commence  efforts  to  cure  within  such  period,  or 
thereafter  fails  diligently  to  pursue  such  cure  to  completion,  Sublandlord  shall  have  the  right  to 
pursue  the  remedies  set  forth  in  Section  12Q.5(f)(l-5).  Each  of  these  remedies  shall  be 
exercisable  individually  or  in  combination  with  any  other  rights  or  remedies  available  to 
Sublandlord. 

(d)  Any  Subcontract  entered  into  by  Subtenant  shall  require  the  Subcontractor  to  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  the  HCAO  and  shall  contain  contractual  obligations  substantially  the  same  as 
those  set  forth  in  this  Section.  Subtenant  shall  notify  City's  Purchasing  Department  when  it 
enters  into  such  a Subcontract  and  shall  certify  to  the  Purchasing  Department  that  it  has  notified 
the  Subcontractor  of  the  obligations  under  the  HCAO  and  has  imposed  the  requirements  of  the 
HCAO  on  Subcontractor  through  the  Subcontract.  Each  Subtenant  shall  be  responsible  for  its 
Subcontractors'  compliance  with  this  Chapter.  If  a Subcontractor  fails  to  comply,  the 
Sublandlord  may  pursue  the  remedies  set  forth  in  this  Section  against  Subtenant  based  on  the 
Subcontractor’s  failure  to  comply,  provided  that  Sublandlord  has  first  provided  Subtenant  with 
notice  and  an  opportunity  to  obtain  a cure  of  the  violation. 

(e)  Subtenant  shall  not  discharge,  reduce  in  compensation,  or  otherwise  discriminate  against 
any  employee  for  notifying  Sublandlord  with  regard  to  Subtenant's  compliance  or  anticipated 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  HCAO,  for  opposing  any  practice  proscribed  by  the 
HCAO,  for  participating  in  proceedings  related  to  the  HCAO,  or  for  seeking  to  assert  or  enforce 
any  rights  under  the  HCAO  by  any  lawful  means. 

(f)  Subtenant  represents  and  warrants  that  it  is  not  an  entity  that  was  set  up,  or  is  being  used, 
for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  intent  of  the  HCAO. 

(g)  Subtenant  shall  keep  itself  informed  of  the  current  requirements  of  the  HCAO. 
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(h)  Subtenant  shall  provide  reports  to  Sublandlord  in  accordance  with  any  reporting  standards 
promulgated  by  Sublandlord  under  the  HCAO,  including  reports  on  Subcontractors  and 
Subtenants,  as  applicable. 

(i)  Subtenant  shall  provide  Sublandlord  with  access  to  records  pertaining  to  compliance  with 
the  HCAO  after  receiving  a written  request  from  Sublandlord  to  do  so  and  being  provided  at  least 
five  (5)  business  days  to  respond. 

(j)  Sublandlord  may  conduct  random  audits  of  Subtenant  to  ascertain  its  compliance  with 
HCAO.  Subtenant  agrees  to  cooperate  with  Sublandlord  when  it  conducts  such  audits. 

(k)  If  Subtenant  is  exempt  from  the  HCAO  when  this  Sublease  is  executed  because  its 
amount  is  less  than  Twenty-Five  Thousand  Dollars  ($25,000)  (or  [Fifty  Thousand  Dollars 
($50,000)  if  Subtenant  is  a qualified  nonprofit),  but  Subtenant  later  enters  into  an  agreement  or 
agreements  that  cause  Subtenant's  aggregate  amount  of  all  agreements  with  Sublandlord  to  reach 
Seventy-Five  Thousand  Dollars  ($75,000),  all  the  agreements  shall  be  thereafter  subject  to  the 
HCAO.  This  obligation  arises  on  the  effective  date  of  the  agreement  that  causes  the  cumulative 
amount  of  agreements  between  Subtenant  and  the  Contracting  Department  to  be  equal  to  or 
greater  than  Seventy-Five  Thousand  Dollars  ($75,000)  in  the  fiscal  year. 

22.17.  Notification  of  Limitations  on  Contributions.  Through  its  execution  of  this  Sublease, 
Subtenant  acknowledges  that  it  is  familiar  with  Section  1.126  of  the  San  Francisco  Campaign 
and  Governmental  Conduct  Code,  which  prohibits  any  person  who  contracts  with  the  City  or  a 
state  agency  on  whose  board  an  appointee  of  a City  elective  officer  serves,  for  the  selling  or 
leasing  of  any  land  or  building  to  or  from  the  City  or  a state  agency  on  whose  board  an  appointee 
of  a City  elective  officer  serves,  from  making  any  campaign  contribution  to  (1)  an  individual 
holding  a City  elective  office  if  the  contract  must  be  approved  by  the  individual,  a board  on 
which  that  individual  serves,  or  a board  on  which  an  appointee  of  that  individual  serves,  (2)  a 
candidate  for  the  office  held  by  such  individual,  or  (3)  a committee  controlled  by  such  individual, 
at  any  time  from  the  commencement  of  negotiations  for  the  contract  until  the  later  of  either  the 
termination  of  negotiations  for  such  contract  or  six  (6)  months  after  the  date  the  contract  is 
approved.  Subtenant  acknowledges  that  the  foregoing  restriction  applies  only  if  the  contract  or  a 
combination  or  series  of  contracts  approved  by  the  same  individual  or  board  in  a fiscal  year  have 
a total  anticipated  or  actual  value  of  $50,000  or  more.  Subtenant  further  acknowledges  that  the 
prohibition  on  contributions  applies  to  each  prospective  party  to  the  contract;  each  member  of 
Subtenant’s  board  of  directors;  Subtenant’s  chairperson,  chief  executive  officer,  chief  financial 
officer  and  chief  operating  officer;  any  person  with  an  ownership  interest  of  more  than  20  percent 
in  Subtenant;  any  subcontractor  listed  in  the  bid  or  contract;  and  any  committee  that  is  sponsored 
or  controlled  by  Subtenant.  Additionally,  Subtenant  acknowledges  that  Subtenant  must  inform 
each  of  the  persons  described  in  the  preceding  sentence  of  the  prohibitions  contained  in  Section 
1.126.  Subtenant  further  agrees  to  provide  Sublandlord  the  name  of  each  person,  entity  or 
committee  described  above. 
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22.18.  Preservation-Treated  Wood  Containing  Arsenic.  As  of  July  1,  2003,  Subtenant  may 
not  purchase  preservative-treated  wood  products  containing  arsenic  in  the  performance  of  this 
Sublease  unless  an  exemption  from  the  requirements  of  Environment  Code  Chapter  13  is 
obtained  from  the  Department  of  Environment  under  Section  1304  of  the  Environment  Code. 

The  term  "preservative-treated  wood  containing  arsenic"  shall  mean  wood  treated  with  a 
preservative  that  contains  arsenic,  elemental  arsenic,  or  an  arsenic  copper  combination, 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  chromated  copper  arsenate  preservative,  ammoniac  copper  zinc 
arsenate  preservative,  or  ammoniacal  copper  arsenate  preservative.  Subtenant  may  purchase 
preservative-treated  wood  products  on  the  list  of  environmentally  preferable  alternatives  prepared 
and  adopted  by  the  Department  of  Environment.  This  provision  does  not  preclude  Subtenant 
from  purchasing  preservative-treated  wood  containing  arsenic  for  saltwater  immersion.  The  term 
"saltwater  immersion"  shall  mean  a pressure-treated  wood  that  is  used  for  construction  purposes 
or  facilities  that  are  partially  or  totally  immersed  in  saltwater. 

22.19.  Resource  Efficient  City  Buildings  and  Pilot  Projects.  Subtenant  acknowledges  that  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  has  enacted  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Sections  700  to 
707  relating  to  resource-efficient  City  buildings  and  resource-efficient  pilot  projects.  Subtenant 
hereby  agrees  that  it  shall  comply  with  all  applicable  provisions  of  such  code  sections. 

22.20.  Food  Service  Waste  Reduction.  Subtenant  agrees  to  comply  fully  with  and  be  bound  by 
all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Food  Service  Waste  Reduction  Ordinance,  as  set  forth  in  the  San 
Francisco  Environment  Code,  Chapter  1 6,  including  the  remedies  provided,  and  implementing 
guidelines  and  rules.  The  provisions  of  Chapter  1 6 are  incorporated  herein  by  reference  and 
made  a part  of  this  Sublease  as  though  fully  set  forth.  This  provision  is  a material  term  of  this 
Sublease.  By  entering  into  this  Sublease,  Subtenant  agrees  that  if  it  breaches  this  provision. 
Sublandlord  will  suffer  actual  damages  that  will  be  impractical  or  extremely  difficult  to 
determine;  further,  Subtenant  agrees  that  the  sum  of  One  Flundred  Dollars  ($100.00)  liquidated 
damages  for  the  first  breach,  Two  Hundred  Dollars  ($200.00)  liquidated  damages  for  the  second 
breach  in  the  same  year,  and  Five  Hundred  Dollars  ($500.00)  liquidated  damages  for  subsequent 
breaches  in  the  same  year  is  a reasonable  estimate  of  the  damage  that  Sublandlord  will  incur 
based  on  the  violation,  established  in  light  of  the  circumstances  existing  at  the  time  this  Sublease 
was  made.  Such  amounts  shall  not  be  considered  a penalty,  but  rather  agreed  monetary  damages 
sustained  by  Sublandlord  because  of  Subtenant's  failure  to  comply  with  this  provision. 

22.21.  Estoppel  Certificates.  At  any  time  and  from  time  to  time,  within  ten  (10)  days  after 
Sublandlord's  request,  Subtenant  will  execute,  acknowledge  and  deliver  to  Sublandlord  a 
statement  certifying  the  following  matters:  (a)  the  Commencement  Date  and  Expiration  Date  of 
this  Sublease;  (b)  that  this  Sublease  is  unmodified  and  in  full  force  and  effect  (or  if  there  have 
been  modifications,  that  this  Sublease  is  in  full  force  and  effect  as  modified  and  the  date  and 
nature  of  such  modifications);  (c)  the  dates  to  which  the  Rent  has  been  paid;  (d)  that  there  are  no 
Events  of  Default  under  this  Sublease  (or  if  there  are  any  Events  of  Default,  the  nature  of  such 
Event  of  Default);  and  (e)  any  other  matters  reasonably  requested  by  Sublandlord.  Sublandlord 
and  Subtenant  intend  that  any  such  statement  delivered  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  may  be  relied 
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upon  by  any  assignee  of  Sublandlord's  interest  in  the  Master  Lease  or  this  Sublease,  any 
mortgagee  or  any  purchaser  or  prospective  purchaser  of  the  building  or  land  on  which  the 
Premises  are  located.  Subtenant  irrevocably  appoints  Sublandlord,  as  Subtenant's  agent,  to 
execute  and  deliver  in  the  name  of  Sublandlord  any  such  instrument  if  Subtenant  fails  to  do  so, 
which  failure  shall  also  be  an  Event  of  Default  under  this  Sublease. 

22.22.  Addendum.  The  terms  of  the  Addendum,  if  any,  attached  to  this  Sublease  are 
incorporated  into  the  Sublease  by  reference.  In  the  event  of  any  inconsistency  between  the 
Sublease  and  the  Addendum,  the  terms  of  the  Addendum  shall  control. 

22.23.  Cooperative  Drafting.  This  Sublease  has  been  drafted  through  a cooperative  effort  of 
both  parties,  and  both  parties  have  had  an  opportunity  to  have  the  Sublease  reviewed  and  revised 
by  legal  counsel.  No  party  shall  be  considered  the  drafter  of  this  Sublease,  and  no  presumption 
or  rule  that  an  ambiguity  shall  be  construed  against  the  party  drafting  the  clause  shall  apply  to  the 
interpretation  or  enforcement  of  this  Sublease. 

22.24  Criminal  History  in  Hiring  and  Employment  Decisions 

(a)  Unless  exempt,  Subtenant  agrees  to  comply  with  and  be  bound  by  all  of  the 
provisions  of  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  12T  (Criminal  History  in  Hiring  and 
Employment  Decisions;  “Chapter  12  T”),  which  are  hereby  incorporated  as  may  be  amended 
from  time  to  time,  with  respect  to  applicants  and  employees  of  Subtenant  who  would  be  or  are 
performing  work  at  the  Premises. 

(b)  Subtenant  shall  incorporate  by  reference  the  provisions  of  Chapter  12T  in  all 
subleases  of  some  or  all  of  the  Premises,  and  shall  require  all  subsubtenants  to  comply  with  such 
provisions.  Subtenant’s  failure  to  comply  with  the  obligations  in  this  subsection  shall  constitute  a 
material  breach  of  this  Lease. 

(c)  Subtenant  and  subsubtenants  shall  not  inquire  about,  require  disclosure  of,  or  if 
such  information  is  received  base  an  Adverse  Action  on  an  applicant’s  or  potential  applicant  for 
employment,  or  employee’s:  (1)  Arrest  not  leading  to  a Conviction,  unless  the  Arrest  is 
undergoing  an  active  pending  criminal  investigation  or  trial  that  has  not  yet  been  resolved;  (2) 
participation  in  or  completion  of  a diversion  or  a deferral  of  judgment  program;  (3)  a Conviction 
that  has  been  judicially  dismissed,  expunged,  voided,  invalidated,  or  otherwise  rendered 
inoperative;  (4)  a Conviction  or  any  other  adjudication  in  the  juvenile  justice  system;  (5)  a 
Conviction  that  is  more  than  seven  years  old,  from  the  date  of  sentencing;  or  (6)  information 
pertaining  to  an  offense  other  than  a felony  or  misdemeanor,  such  as  an  infraction. 

(d)  Subtenant  and  subsubtenants  shall  not  inquire  about  or  require  applicants, 
potential  applicants  for  employment,  or  employees  to  disclose  on  any  employment  application 
the  facts  or  details  of  any  conviction  history,  unresolved  arrest,  or  any  matter  identified  in 
subsection  (c)  above.  Subtenant  and  subsubtenants  shall  not  require  such  disclosure  or  make  such 
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inquiry  until  either  after  the  first  live  interview  with  the  person,  or  after  a conditional  offer  of 
employment. 

(e)  Subtenant  and  subsubtenants  shall  state  in  all  solicitations  or  advertisements  for 
employees  that  are  reasonably  likely  to  reach  persons  who  are  reasonably  likely  to  seek 
employment  with  Subtenant  or  subsubtenant  at  the  Premises,  that  the  Subtenant  or  subsubtenant 
will  consider  for  employment  qualified  applicants  with  criminal  histories  in  a manner  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  Chapter  12T. 

(f)  Subtenant  and  subsubtenants  shall  post  the  notice  prepared  by  the  Office  of  Labor 
Standards  Enforcement  (“OLSE”),  available  on  OLSE’s  website,  in  a conspicuous  place  at  the 
Premises  and  at  other  workplaces  within  San  Francisco  where  interviews  for  job  opportunities  at 
the  Premises  occur.  The  notice  shall  be  posted  in  English,  Spanish,  Chinese,  and  any  language 
spoken  by  at  least  5%  of  the  employees  at  the  Premises  or  other  workplace  at  which  it  is  posted. 

(g)  Subtenant  and  subsubtenants  understand  and  agree  that  upon  any  failure  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  Chapter  12T,  the  City  shall  have  the  right  to  pursue  any  rights 
or  remedies  available  under  Chapter  12T  or  this  Lease,  including  but  not  limited  to  a penalty  of 
$50  for  a second  violation  and  $100  for  a subsequent  violation  for  each  employee,  applicant  or 
other  person  as  to  whom  a violation  occurred  or  continued,  termination  or  suspension  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  this  Lease. 

(h)  If  Subtenant  has  any  questions  about  the  applicability  of  Chapter  12T,  it  may 
contact  the  City’s  Real  Estate  Division  for  additional  information.  City’s  Real  Estate  Division 
may  consult  with  the  Director  of  the  City’s  Office  of  Contract  Administration  who  may  also 
grant  a waiver,  as  set  forth  in  Section  12T.8. 
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Sublandlord  and  Subtenant  have  executed  this  Sublease  in  triplicate  as  of  the  date  first 
written  above. 

RECOMMENDED:  SUBTENANT: 

San  Francisco  Fire  Department  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a 

municipal  corporation 


By:. 

Its: 


By:  

JOHN  UPDIKE 
Its:  Director  of  Real  Estate 

SUBLANDLORD: 

TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY 


By:  

Mirian  Saez 

Director  of  Island  Operations 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By:  

Deputy  City  Attorney 


Sublease  Prepared  By:  Richard  A.  Rovetti,  Deputy  Director  of  Real  Estate 


(initial) 
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EXHIBIT  A 


MASTER  LEASE 


EXHIBIT  B 


DIAGRAM  OF  PREMISES 


EXHIBIT  C 


€ 


COVER  PAGE  OF  THE  SEISMIC  REPORT 


* 


EXHIBIT  D 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

1 . All  rules  and  regulations  set  out  in  the  Master  Lease  shall  prevail. 

2.  No  signs,  advertisements,  or  notices  shall  be  attached  to,  or  placed  on,  the  exterior  or 
interior  of  the  Building  or  elsewhere  on  the  Property,  without  prior  written  approval  of 
Sublandlord. 

3.  Subtenant’s  contractors  and  invitees,  while  on  the  Premises  or  Subtenant’s  parking  area, 
shall  be  subject  to  these  Rules  and  Regulations,  and  will  be  subject  to  direction  from 
Sublandlord  and  its  agents,  but  will  not  be  an  agent  or  contractor  of  the  Sublandlord  or  its 
agents.  Subtenant’s  contractors  shall  be  licensed  by  the  State,  insured  and  bonded  at  the 
amount  requested  by  the  Sublandlord. 

4.  Subtenant  shall  install  and  maintain  at  Subtenant’s  expense,  any  life  safety  equipment 
required  by  governmental  rules,  regulations  or  laws  to  be  kept  on  the  Premises. 


EXHIBIT  E 


STANDARD  UTILITIES  AND  SERVICES  AND  RATES 


Utilities  Rate  Schedule 


Utility  Service 

Rate 

Unit 

Electric  Rate 

$0.14 

per  kwh 

Water  Rate 

$7.70 

per  kgal 

Sewer  Rate 

$13.70 

per  kgal 

Gas  Rate 

$0.60 

per  kef 

Rates  are  subject  to  adjustment. 

Subtenant  shall  install  utility  Submeters  to  the  satisfaction  of  Sublandlord. 

Subtenant  shall  arrange  for  delivery  of  utility  services  to  the  premises  by  making  a “Request  for 
Utilities  Services”  by  contacting: 

San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

c/o  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

One  Avenue  of  the  Palms 

Treasure  Island 

San  Francisco,  CA.  94130 

Attn:  Mr.  Sam  Larano 

(415)  274-0333 

(415) 554-0724 


EXHIBIT  F 


TIHDI  WORKFORCE  HIRING  PLAN 


THEM  Job  Broker  Program  Requirements  for  Island  Tenants 

As  part  of- the  workforce  hiring  goals  for  Treasure  Island,  the  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority’s  (TIDA)  requires  that  Island  commercial  tenants  are  to  make  good  faith  efforts  to  fill 
appropriate  available  on-Island  positions  through  the  Treasure  Island  Homeless  Development 
Initiative  (TIHDI)  TIHDI  Job  Broker  Program  (TJBP).  All  new  non-supervisorial  positions 
created  by  on-Island  commercial  tenants  and  businesses  should  be  opened  to  consideration  of 
TJBP  candidates,  and  San  Francisco  residents  should  account  for  a majority  of  all  new  hires  by 
on-Island  commercial  tenants  and  businesses. 

In  order  to  help  commercial  tenants  reach  these  goals,  the  TJBP  provides  free  and  immediate 
access  to  San  Francisco's  extensive  non-profit  employment  & training  programs  and  to  a resource 
pool  of  individuals  with  varied  skill  levels  and  work  experience  backgrounds. 

Through  the  TJBP,  a job  description  and  set  of  qualification  requirements  for  the  new  or  open 
position  is  distributed  to  the  TJBP’s  network  of  employment  service  agencies  on  behalf  of  the 
commercial  tenant.  Appropriate  candidates  from  these  agencies  are  then  referred  to  the 
commercial  tenant  for  interviewing.  All  of  the  TJBP  referrals  are  required  to  meet  universal 
standards  of  job  readiness. 

To  effectively  implement  the  Good  Faith  provisions  of  the  TJBP,  commercial  tenants  are  asked 
to  provide  TIHDI  with  a written  plan,  list  available  jobs  with  TIHDI  prior  to  public 
advertisement,  consider  TJBP  referrals,  and  establish  an  ongoing  relationship  with  the  TJBP. 

Additionally,  if  a commercial  tenant  does  not  anticipate  making  any  new  hires,  it  can  meet  its 
requirements  under  the  TJBP  by  contracting  with  one  of  the  two  on-Island  social  enterprise 
operations:  Toolworks  Janitorial  Services  and/or  Rubicon  Programs  Landscaping.  Contact  the 
TIHDI  Job  Broker  for  these  services  and  for  further  information  on  the  TIHDI  Job  Broker  System 
to  discuss  and  develop  your  workforce  hiring  plan. 

For  further  information  on  the  TIHDI  Job  Broker  Program,  please  contact: 

Roxanne  Balousek,  TIHDI  Job  Broker 
(415)  274-0311  ex.  304 
rbalousek@tihdi.org 
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1 [Sublease  with  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the 

2 San  Francisco  Fire  Department] 

3 Resolution  approving  and  authorizing  the  execution  of  Sublease  No.  898  with  the  City 

4 and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San  Francisco 

5 Fire  Department,  for  land  located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  11th  Streets,  Treasure 

6 Island,  San  Francisco,  California. 

7 WHEREAS,  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  is  a military  base  located  on 

8 Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (together,  the  "Base"),  which  is  currently  owned  by 

9 the  United  States  of  America,  acting  by  and  through  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  The  Base  was  selected  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base 

11  Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  in  1993,  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510,  and  its 

12  subsequent  amendments;  and, 

1 3 WHEREAS,  Under  the  T reasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1 997,  which  amended 

14  Section  33492.5  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  and  added  Section  2.1  to  Chapter 

15  1333  of  the  Statutes  of  1968  (the  “Act”),  the  California  Legislature  (i)  designated  the  Authority 

16  as  a redevelopment  agency  under  California  redevelopment  law  with  authority  over  the  Base 

1 7 upon  approval  of  the  City’s  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  (ii)  with  respect  to  those  portions  of  the 

18  Base  which  are  subject  to  Tidelands  Trust,  vested  in  the  Authority  the  authority  to  administer 

1 9 the  public  trust  for  commerce,  navigation  and  fisheries  as  to  such  property;  and, 

20  WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  designation  of  the  Authority  as  a 

21  redevelopment  agency  for  Treasure  Island  in  1997;  and, 

22  WHEREAS,  On  January  24,  2012,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rescinded  designation  of 

23  the  Authority  as  the  redevelopment  agency  for  T reasure  Island  under  California  Community 

24  Redevelopment  Law  in  Resolution  No.  11-12;  and  that  such  rescission  does  not  affect 

25  Authority's  status  as  the  Local  Reuse  Authority  for  Treasure  Island  or  the  Tidelands  Trust 
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1 [Sublease  with  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the 

2 San  Francisco  Fire  Department] 

3 Resolution  approving  and  authorizing  the  execution  of  Sublease  No.  898  with  the  City 

4 and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San  Francisco 

5 Fire  Department,  for  land  located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  11th  Streets,  Treasure 

6 Island,  San  Francisco,  California. 

7 WHEREAS,  Former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  is  a military  base  located  on 

8 Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (together,  the  "Base"),  which  is  currently  owned  by 

9 the  United  States  of  America,  acting  by  and  through  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  and, 

10  WHEREAS,  The  Base  was  selected  for  closure  and  disposition  by  the  Base 

11  Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  in  1993,  acting  under  Public  Law  101-510,  and  its 

12  subsequent  amendments;  and, 

1 3 WHEREAS,  Under  the  T reasure  Island  Conversion  Act  of  1 997,  which  amended 

14  Section  33492.5  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  and  added  Section  2.1  to  Chapter 

15  1333  of  the  Statutes  of  1968  (the  “Act”),  the  California  Legislature  (i)  designated  the  Authority 

16  as  a redevelopment  agency  under  California  redevelopment  law  with  authority  over  the  Base 

1 7 upon  approval  of  the  City’s  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  (ii)  with  respect  to  those  portions  of  the 

18  Base  which  are  subject  to  Tidelands  Trust,  vested  in  the  Authority  the  authority  to  administer 

1 9 the  public  trust  for  commerce,  navigation  and  fisheries  as  to  such  property;  and, 

20  WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  designation  of  the  Authority  as  a 

21  redevelopment  agency  for  Treasure  Island  in  1997;  and, 

22  WHEREAS,  On  January  24,  2012,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rescinded  designation  of 

23  the  Authority  as  the  redevelopment  agency  for  Treasure  Island  under  California  Community 

24  Redevelopment  Law  in  Resolution  No.  11-12;  and  that  such  rescission  does  not  affect 

25  Authority's  status  as  the  Local  Reuse  Authority  for  Treasure  Island  or  the  Tidelands  Trust 
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trustee  for  the  portions  of  T reasure  Island  subject  to  the  Tidelands  T rust,  or  any  of  the  other 
powers  or  authority;  and, 

WHEREAS,  For  over  15  years,  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  (“SFFD”)  has 
provided  fire  suppression  and  medical  emergency  services  to  residents  and  visitors  of 
Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands  from  Station  48  located  at  Building  157,  Treasure  Island  in 
exchange  for  utilizing  Building  157;  and, 

WHEREAS,  In  March  2014,  the  Authority  received  notice  from  SFFD  that  mold  surveys 
of  the  Station  48  facility  conducted  by  SFFD  contractor  indicated  significant  mold 
contamination,  resulting  in  the  facility  not  being  suitable  for  SFFD  operations;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  March  7,  2014,  SFFD  temporarily  relocated  operations  from  Station  48 
to  the  Fire  Training  Facility,  Building  600,  located  at  750  Avenue,  Treasure  Island,  and  this 
move  has  not  compromised  public  safety  on  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands  nor  has  it 
impacted  on-lsland  response  time  due  to  relocation;  and, 

WHEREAS,  In  an  effort  to  ensure  continuity  of  operations  for  Station  48,  the  Authority 
and  SFFD  have  been  working  cooperatively  to  identify  a more  suitable  location  to  erect 
modular  facilities  in  order  to  create  a temporary  fire  station,  and  have  identified  approximately 
18,000  square  feet  of  land  located  at  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  currently  a 
portion  of  the  Ship  Shape  Community  Center  and  YMCA  Gymnasium  parking  lot;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  proposed  Sublease,  the  SFFD  is  requesting  a new  month-to- 
month  term  commencing  on  November  1,  2014  and  expiring  November  30,  2015  for 
approximately  18,000  square  feet  of  land  located  at  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets, 
Treasure  Island;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Given  the  public  and  community  benefits  associated  with  Station  48 
operations,  SFFD  will  be  provided  space  on  Treasure  Island  at  no  base  rent,  subject  to  the 
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condition  that  SFFD  will  assume  all  responsibility  for  maintenance  and  repairs;  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  of  Directors  hereby  approves  the  Sublease  to  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San  Francisco  Fire 
Department  for  approximately  1 8,000  square  feet  of  land  located  at  Avenue  I between  9th  and 
1 1th  Streets  and  authorizes  the  Treasure  Island  Director  or  his  designee  to  execute  said 
Sublease  in  substantially  the  form  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  of  Directors  hereby  finds  that  (i)  entering  into 
the  Sublease  will  serve  the  goals  of  the  Authority  and  the  public  interests  of  the  City,  and  (ii) 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Sublease  are  economically  reasonable;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  of  Directors  hereby  authorizes  the  Treasure 
Island  Director  to  enter  into  any  additions,  amendments  or  other  modifications  to  the  Sublease 
that  the  Treasure  Island  Director  determines  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  are  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  Authority,  that  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the 
Authority,  that  do  not  materially  reduce  the  rights  of  the  Authority,  and  are  necessary  or 
advisable  to  complete  the  preparation  and  approval  of  the  Sublease,  such  determination  to  be 
conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  by  the  Treasure  Island  Director  of  the 
documents  and  any  amendments  thereto. 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SECRETARY 

I hereby  certify  that  I am  the  duly  elected  Secretary  of  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority,  a California  nonprofit  public  benefit  corporation,  and  that  the 
above  Resolution  was  duly  adopted  and  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Authority  at  a properly  noticed  meeting  on  October  8,  2014. 

Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
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[Establishing  an  Ad  Hoc  Nominating  Committee.] 

Resolution  Establishing  an  Ad  Hoc  Nominating  Committee,  Consisting  of  Three 
Members  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  of  Directors 
to  Nominate  Officers  to  Serve  One  Year  Term. 

WHEREAS,  The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  "TIDA"  Bylaws  require  TIDA 
Board  of  Directors  ("Board")  to  annually  elect  Officers;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  TIDA  Bylaws  allow  the  Board  to  create  one  or  more  committees 
consisting  of  two  or  more  Directors  to  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Board;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  wishes  to  establish  an  ad  hoc  nominating  committee, 
consisting  of  three  Directors  and  designating  a Director  as  Chair  of  the  committee  to 
recommend  candidates  to  serve  as  officers  for  the  next  year;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  recommends  and  urges  the  Treasure  Island  Director  to  work 
with  the  Chair  of  the  ad  hoc  nominating  committee  to  establish  a meeting  date,  time,  and 
place  in  accordance  with  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance  and  the  Ralph  M.  Brown  Act; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  hereby  establishes  an  ad  hoc  nominating  committee 

comprised  of  three  Directors , , , and 

designating as  Chair;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  such  ad  hoc  nominating  committee  shall  recommend 
candidates  to  serve  as  President,  Secretary,  and  Chief  Financial  Officer  for  the  Board’s 
consideration  and  elect  Officers  at  a subsequent  TIDA  Board  meeting, 

for  a twelve  (12)  month  term  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  hereby  urges  Directors  who  are  interested  in 
serving  as  an  officer  of  the  Board  to  submit  their  names  to  the  Treasure  Island  Director  who 
will  forward  their  name  to  the  nominating  committee  for  consideration;  and,  be  it 
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FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  ad  hoc  nominating  committee  shall  cease  to  exist 
upon  the  TIDA  Board’s  election  of  officers  in  accordance  with  the  TIDA  Bylaws. 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SECRETARY 


I hereby  certify  that  I am  the  duly  elected  and  acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasure 
Island  Development  Authority,  a California  nonprofit  public  benefit  corporation,  and 
that  the  above  Resolution  was  duly  adopted  and  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Authority  at  a properly  noticed  meeting  on  October  8,  2014. 


Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
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[Establishing  a Infrastructure  and  Transportation  Committee.] 

Resolution  Establishing  a infrastructure  and  Transportation  Committee,  Consisting  of 
Three  Members  of  the  Treasure  island  Development  Authority  Board  of  Directors 

to  Serve  a One  Year  Term'. 

WHEREAS,  The  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  "TIDA"  Bylaws  require  TIDA 
Board  of  Directors  ("Board")  to  annually  elect  Officers;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  TIDA  Bylaws  allow  the  Board  to  create  one  or  more  committees 
consisting  of  two  or  more  Directors  to  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Board;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  wishes  to  establish  a Transportation  and  Infrastructure 
Committee  (“Committee”),  consisting  of  three  Directors  and  designating  a Director  as  Chair  of 
the  Committee  to  review  infrastructure  and  transportation  related  issues,  plans,  projects, 
presentations,  and  make  recommendations  to  the  full  Board  over  the  next  year  of  the 
Treasure  Island  developer,  Treasure  Island  Community  Development  (“TICD”),  preparation  of 
the  first  major  phase  and  subphase  applications;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  recommends  and  urges  the  Treasure  Island  Director  to  work 
with  the  Chair  of  the  Committee  to  establish  a meeting  date,  time,  and  place  in  accordance 
with  the  San  Francisco  Sunshine  Ordinance  and  the  Ralph  M.  Brown  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  hereby  establishes  a Transportation  and  Infrastructure 

Committee  comprised  of  three  Directors , , 

, and  designating as  Chair;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  such  Committee  shall  serve  a twelve  (12)  month  term 
and  shall  hear  presentations  on  the  infrastructure  and  transportation  issues,  plans,  projects, 
presentations  as  they  are  developed  and  make  recommendations,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
Board  for  their  consideration  at  subsequent  TIDA  Board  meetings. 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SECRETARY 


I hereby  certify  that  I am  the  duly  elected  and  acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasure 
Island  Development  Authority,  a California  nonprofit  public  benefit  corporation,  and 
that  the  above  Resolution  was  duly  adopted  and  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Authority  at  a properly  noticed  meeting  on  October  8,  2014. 


Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 


* 


* 


) 


} 


) 


) 


) 


) 


I 


4 


3 


I 


ft 


3 


) 


I 


b 


J 


o 


% 


4 


City  & County  of  San  francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee,  Mayor 


Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
One  Avenue  of  the  Palms, 

2nd  Floor,  Treasure  Island 
San  Francisco,  CA  94130 
(415)  274-0660  FAX  (415)  274-0299 
WWW.SFTREASUREISLAND.ORG 


TREASURE  ISLAND  DEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
MEETING  MINUTES 


October  8,  2014-  1:30PM 


Room  400,  City  Hall 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 


hi 

fr  ^ 


DIRECTORS 


Linda  Fadeke  Richardson,  President 
Larry  Mazzola,  Jr.,  VP 
V.  Fei  Tsen 

Hon.  Jane  Kim  (Ex-Officio) 


Jean-Paul  Samaha,  Secretary 
Mark  Dunlop,  CFO 
Dr.  Tomas  Aragon 
Jeff  Kositsky 


Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director 
Kate  Austin,  Commission  Secretary 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order:  1:35pm 
Present 

Linda  Richardson, 

Larry  Mazzola 
Mark  Dunlop 
V.  Fei  Tsen 

Jean-Paul  Samaha  GOVERNMENT 

Tomas  Aragon  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

Jeff  Kositsky 

NOV  1 7 2014 

Excused 

Supervisor  Kim,  Ex-Officio  SAN  FRANCISCO 

PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

2.  General  Public  Comment 

Sherry  Williams,  TIHDI,  welcomes  new  TIDA  Director,  Jeff  Kositsky. 


RECYCLED  PAPER 


Becky  Hogue,  mentioned  a Halloween  event  on  October  30th,  and  a Thanksgiving  event 
on  November  20th.  There  is  also  a concern  among  island  residents  of  varmints  in 
buildings  that  will  be  tom  down. 

3.  Report  by  Treasure  Island  Director 

Robert  Beck,  Treasure  Island  Director,  welcomed  Jeff  Kozitzky  to  the  TIDA  Board. 
Mirian  Saez  took  on  the  acting  role  as  Director  of  Animal  Care  and  Control,  thanked 
TIDA  staff. 

Mr.  Beck  reported  on  events.  Treasure  Island  had  tens  of  thousands  of  spectators  for  the 
San  Francisco  International  Dragon  Boat  Festival  on  September  20  and  21.  Oracle  Open 
World  Appreciation  Event  on  October  1.  Fleet  Week  and  Treasure  Island  Music  Festival 
coming  up  in  October. 

On-Island  events  in  October  include  TIHDI’s  annual  fundraiser  10/9,  Bi-Monthly 
Community  Meeting  10/15,  Navy  Restoration  Advisory  Board  10/21.  Red  Cross  Training 
on  11/3. 

DPH  Nurse  Intervention  Clinic  saw  a record  number  of  visitors  in  August  and  is  currently 
offering  free  flu  shots. 

There  were  three  unplanned  power  outages  in  September. 

Navy  Update:  Issued  Draft  FOST  4 and  2014  SMP. 

TICD  is  scheduled  to  start  infrastructure  constmction  February  2016. 

Shout  out  to  Sal  Damonte  upon  his  retirement  after  38  years  with  National  Park  Service. 
November’s  TIDA  Board  meeting  will  be  held  on-island  on  1 1/19,  rather  than  1 1/12. 

Director  Dunlop  asked  what  measures  the  Clinic  was  taking  regarding  Ebola. 

Becky  Hogue  mentioned  there  was  a noise  problem  on  Treasure  Island  from  the  Oracle 
Open  World  Appreciate  Event. 

4.  Communications  From  and  Received  by  TIDA 

There  was  no  discussion  on  Communications  by  Directors. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

5.  Ongoing  Business  by  Board  of  Directors 

There  was  no  discussion  on  Ongoing  Business  by  Directors. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

6.  CONSENT  AGENDA 

a.  Approving  the  Minutes  of  the  September  10,  2014  Regular  Meeting 

b.  Resolution  approving  and  authorizing  the  execution  of  Sublease  No.  898  with  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a municipal  corporation,  on  behalf  of  the  San  Francisco 
Fire  Department,  for  land  located  on  Avenue  I between  9th  and  1 1th  Streets,  Treasure 
Island,  San  Francisco,  California. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  Consent  Agenda. 

Director  Tsen  moved  the  consent  agenda. 


Director  Samaha  seconded  the  motion. 

This  item  passed  unanimously. 

Resolution  Establishing  an  Ad  Hoc  Nominating  Committee,  Consisting  of  Three 
Members  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (“TIDA”)  Board  of 
Directors  to  Nominate  Members  of  the  TIDA  Board  to  Serve  as  Officers  of  the 
TIDA  Board  in  Accordance  With  the  TIDA  Bylaws. 

Director  Richardson  nominated  Director  Samaha  to  chair  the  Committee,  and  Director 
Tsen  and  Director  Mazzola. 

Director  Dunlop  moved  the  nomination. 

This  item  passed  unanimously. 

Resolution  Establishing  a Infrastructure  and  Transportation  Committee,  Consisting 
of  Three  Members  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  Board  of 
Directors  to  Serve  a One  Year  Term. 

Director  Richardson  nominated  herself  as  the  chair  of  the  Committee,  and  Director  Tsen 
and  Director  Aragon. 

Director  Dunlop  believes  a resident  should  be  on  the  committee  and  is  opposed  to  the 
nominations. 

Becky  Hogue  thanks  Director  Dunlop  for  standing  up  for  Island  residents  and  believes  he 
should  be  a part  of  the  Committee. 

Director  Samaha  moved  the  item. 

Director  Mazzola  seconded  the  motion. 

Director  Dunlop  voted  no  on  the  item. 

This  item  passed  6-1. 

Utility  Master  Plan  Review 

Todd  Adair,  BKF,  reviewed  current  infrastructure  work,  accomplishments  and  next  steps. 
Completed  to  date:  completed  design  area  topographic  survey  for  TI/YBI,  surveyed 
existing  utility  information  in  Phase  1 area,  preparing  for  state  lands  trust  exchange 
process,  finalizing  design  requirements  for  recycled  water  system. 

Next  steps:  navy  conveyance,  preparing  legal  descriptions  for  transfer 

There  will  be  a Streetscape  Master  Plan  for  review.  Have  been  meeting  with  Fire 

Department,  DPW,  Planning,  PUC  and  other  agencies. 

Director  Richardson  would  like  to  see  a master  schedule. 

Director  Tsen  asked  about  the  reuse  of  rainwater,  and  recycled  water  options. 

TIMMA  Congestion  Management  Update 

Rachel  Hiatt,  SFCTA,  presented  an  update  on  TIMMA  Congestion  Management.  The 
program  will  discourage  driving  through  a toll  program,  and  also  encourage 


sustainability.  A new  ferry  service,  AC  Transit  service  to  the  east  bay,  and  new  Muni 
route  will  be  added. 

Ms.  Hiatt  presented  the  results  of  three  model  scenarios  for  the  toll  program.  TIMMA 
would  like  input  on  - who  is  tolled  (residents,  all  drivers,  etc.),  what  is  the  toll  amount, 
hours  a toll  would  be  collected,  possible  discounts  for  high-occupancy  vehicles  (HOVs) 
or  others,  and  the  direction(s)  tolled. 

Director  Dunlop  expressed  concern  among  residents  that  they  will  not  be  able  to  afford 
the  toll  program. 

Ms.  Hiatt  said  there  may  be  options  for  existing  residents  or  low  income  residents. 
Director  Mazzola  asked  if  a resident  would  be  charged  every  time  a trip  is  made  off  the 
island  in  one  day. 

Director  Kositsky  appreciated  that  driving  is  discouraged  and  asked  if  ride-sharing  would 
be  used. 

Director  Aragon  questioned  the  equity  principle.  There  is  a geographic  inequity  and  low 
income  residents  should  not  be  penalized. 

Sherry  Williams,  TIHDI,  is  grateful  that  the  equity  issue  was  raised  and  a equitable 
solution  must  be  reached. 

Becky  Hogue  expressed  concern  for  charging  existing  residents  a toll. 

11.  Update  on  Construction  of  YBI/Bay  Bridge  Westbound  Ramps 

Michael  Scott,  representing  SFCTA,  presented  on  the  status  of  the  ramps  project. 
Currently  prepping  for  removing  the  historic  buildings,  relocating  utilities,  and  recently 
completed  the  detour  roads.  On  schedule  to  complete  project  by  August  2016. 

Progress  payments  to  contractors  to  date,  18  million  dollars. 

Working  with  the  Coast  Guard  and  TIDA  to  control  traffic  and  make  sure  the  roads  are 
safe. 

Quarters  1 0 will  be  moved  mid-December  over  three  days  on  a weekend. 

Director  Dunlop  asked  what  Quarters  1 0 would  be  used  for.  Richard  Rovetti  and  Robert 
Beck  have  been  discussing  potential  reuses.  Possibilities  include  restaurant,  market,  or 
providing  development  information. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

12.  Discussion  of  Future  Agenda  Items  by  Directors 

There  was  no  Discussion  of  Future  Agenda  Items  by  Directors. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


? 


Adjourn  4:00pm 


